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RE: JANICE HINES AND RICHARD J. BOYLE, EDUCATIONAL CREDIT MANAGEMENT 
CORPORATE OFFICERS AND EDUCATIONAL CREDIT MANAGEMENT CORPOTRATION: 18 
U.S. CODE § 1028 - CONSPIRACIES AND CONTINUING OFFENSES, FRAUD AND RELATED 
ACTIVITY IN CONNECTION WITH IDENTIFICATION DOCUMENTS, AUTHENTICATION 
FEATURES, AND INFORMATION, 18 U.S. CODE CHAPTER 31, EMBEZZLEMENT AND THEFT 
OF PRIVATE AND PUBLIC MONEY 18 U.S. CODE § 641, NY PENAL CODE 155.40(2) EXTORTION 
BY MOST SERIOUS MEANS, 18 U.S. CODE § 241 - CONSPIRACY AGAINST RIGHTS, CRIMINAL 
USE OF A CONSPIRATORIAL, WORTHLESS, NULLIFIED, AND INVALID STATEMENT FOR 
JUDGMENT TO STEAL AND EMBEZZLE PUBLIC AND PRIVATE MONIES, FORGED 
PROMISSORY NOTE, CRIMINAL AND UNREGULATED PREDATORY DEBT CREATION, 
DECEPTION, AND COLLECTION, STUDENT LOAN FRAUD, EFFECTUATING PREMEDITATED 
INDUCED OPPRESSION, POVERTY, DISCRIMINATION AND RETALIATION AGAINST FDCPA 
DISPUTE AND VALIDATION MANDATES, AS WELL AS AGGRAVATED HARASSMENT, 18 US. 
CODE § 1028A - AGGRAVATED IDENTITY THEFT, THEFT OF PRIVATE MONEY, FINANCIAL 
CRIMES AND INJURY, COVERT AND CRIMINAL INDUCED OPPRESSION/POVERTY, 
TERRORISTIC SCHEME TO DEFRAUD, 18 U.S. CODE § 249 HATE CRIME ADMINISTRATION: 
USE OF FICTITIOUS AND UNAUTHENTICATED COURT PAPERS AS WEAPONRY TO STEAL 
AND CAUSE BODILY HARM- INDUCED STRESS AND WILLFUL NON COMPLIANCE WITH US 
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION HEARING AND UNDUE HARDSHIP PROVISIONS, DEMAND 
FOR SANCTIONS AND PENALTIES 


Dear Directors and Public Officials: 


I write this criminal report affidavit regarding the above crimes inflicted on me by 
Educational Credit Management Corporation above noted corporate officers. The officers 
and the company as a whole has invoked unscrupulous, criminal, predatory debt 


deception across the nation and on me. 


ECMC’s criminal debt collection activities are deadly as this company’s unregulated 
ongoing criminal conspiracies, grand larceny crimes and relentless greed has criminally 
put my family and me into a premeditated oppressive and impoverished state that we 


were not in before their crimes. 


ECMC is targeting vulnerable populations to administer their debt creation, deceit and 
collection Conspiracies and Continuing Offenses, as exemplified in this matter. ECMC is 
administering these criminal conspiracies and continuing offenses, fraud and theft of 
private and public money crimes by willfully refusing to produce a contract, authenticate, 


validate and verify court and accounting documents. 


ECMC criminal conspirators Hines and Boyle are using worthless and invalid falsified 
computer records such as a non-authenticated STATEMENT FOR JUDGMENT to steal 
and embezzle consumer’s money. 


They have stolen my money with no authenticated judgment and used a fraud based 
nullified and invalid STATEMENT FOR JUDGMENT to steal my money and did so with 
no penalties. They have produced no authenticated documents, no contract, and have 
produced forged promissory note computer printout papers to steal my money under the 
disguise of debt collection. They are acting as delusional and possibly criminally insane 
fictitious payees. 


They are criminally plotting to steal an additional over $50,000.00 based on this fraud and 
I demand sanctions, penalties and an end to ECMC’s conspiracies and continuing 
offenses, embezzlement, grand larceny crimes, and deprivation of rights to be free from 
unreasonable seizures as guaranteed by the Fourth and Ninth Amendments of the 
United States Constitution. 


ECMC is using law department bullying, conspiracies and continuing offenses, fraud and 
related activity in connection with identification documents, authentication features, and 
information, 18 U.S. Code Chapter 31, Embezzlement and Theft of Public money under 
18 U.S. Code § 641, 18 U.S.C. §1030(a)(4): Falsification of computer records, Criminal 
and Unregulated Predatory Debt Creation, Deception, and Collection, and overall student 
loan fraud, to steal, to legally abuse and treat consumers in any criminal manner they 


wish without any penalty. 


The ECMC above noted conspirators must be charged with the above crimes as their 
criminal theft of my money and many other consumers and their debt creation, deceit and 
collection practices exemplify the elements of the above noted crimes and such has a 
profound discriminatory and financial injury impact. 


The ECMC above mentioned conspirators which are junk debt buyers used a FRAUD 
BASED STATEMENT OF JUDGMENT as a weapon and as authority to criminally steal 
my money via garnishment. This statement of judgment is not the authentic judgment and 
the conspirators used such because there is no authentic judgment. 


This ECMC fiction, the Statement for Judgment, has been used as authority for ECMC 
conspirators to steal. The fraud based void statement for an alleged judgment is the 
unlawful agreement which is the controlling element of this criminal conspiracy. Please 
see the ECMC STATEMENT FOR JUDGMENT FRAUD attached as exhibit 6. 


When the ECMC above noted conspirators used the fraud based statement of judgment to 
steal my money the crime of conspiracy was completed. Boyle and Hines entered into a 
conspiratorial agreement to use such to steal and did so. 


Moreover, the defraud statement of judgment was used as the agreement between two or 
more persons( Hines and Boyle) for the unlawful purpose of stealing money via overly 
easy access to money via garnishment of targeted people’s money, understood as ECMC’s 


prey. 


Please note that it is considered a criminal conspiracy even if there was no agreement 
regarding the details of the criminal scheme or the means by which the theft of money was 
accomplished. The agreement determines whether single or multiple conspiracies exist 
between the parties. A single conspiratorial agreement will constitute a single criminal 
conspiracy and multiple agreements to commit separate crimes will constitute multiple 


conspiracies. Please see the definition of conspiracies and continuing offenses page 11 


posted at: https://www.fas.org/sgp/crs/misc/RL31253 .pdf 


The evidence shows multiple conspiracies, both ECMC criminal conspirators and 
corporate officers knew they were not using an authenticated judgment and they used 
their fraud based statement of alleged judgment for the specific purpose of committing a 
federal crime, stealing federal money, not owed or due them. 


Both conspirators Boyle and Hines committed a federal crime and defrauded the United 
States when they chose to use a bonafide fraud based non authentic fictional 
administration STATEMENT FOR ALLEGED JUDGMENT and did so in opposition to 
my God given right and mandate for authentication of the judgment. 


They acted like bottom bucket thieves who were assured that their crimes would be 
concealed via law department legal abuse and bullying, which further oppresses targeted 
populations, such as I. 


I seek an investigation, charges, sanctions and penalties against the ECMC conspirators 
for using a fraud based non authentic false instrument to steal my money and I seek a 
reason as to why was this allowed. I was financially and emotionally injured. I seek 
penalty enforcement for these indisputable felonious crimes. 


Please consider the following elements of these crimes to understand how ECMC has 
taken and or plans to take this criminal ongoing conspiratorial debt creation, deception 
and collection Ponzi and get rich defraud the United States scheme, global, if left 
unregulated. The below conspiracy element definition is from page 11 posted at: 


https://www.fas.org/sgp/crs/misc/RL31253.pdf 


Conspirators left uninterrupted will frequently continue on through several overt acts to 
the ultimate commission of the underlying substantive offenses which are the objectives of 
their plots. 


Pursuant to the above Conspiracies and Continuing Offenses definition, the above means 
that if ECMC conspirators crimes are uninterrupted, if they are not stopped from using 
their fraud based statement for an alleged judgment scam to steal consumers money, 
VOLUMINOUS THEFTS will be effectuated through the ECMC ongoing conspiracy and 
defraud the United states crimes, which is the objective of their plots. 


In other words, ECMC is operating a documented criminal Ponzi easy money get rich 
scam at the expense of innocent people, tax payers and emphasis on low income, disabled 
and elderly populations. 


They are targeting vulnerable populations because of the easy access to steal their money 
via social security garnishments and their criminally masterminded STATEMENT FOR 
JUDGMENT FRAUDULENT AND CRIMINAL COMPUTER PRINT OUT. Please see 
exhibit 6. 


Their controlling false instrument filing is the fraudulent Statement for Judgment, not an 


authenticated judgment but an out of thin air created STATEMENT FOR JUDGMENT 
which falls under: 


A. 18 U.S.C. §1030: (a)(4): Falsification of computer records 
B. 18 U.S.C. §872: Extortion under the color of law 


Cc. 18 U.S.C. §1341: Fraud 
D. 18 U.S.C. $4: Misprision of felony 


There appears to be criminal conspirators planted in law departments all over by virtue of 
there not being any walls of protection against ECMC’s fraud and theft of innocent 
people’s money via the defraud judgment scam as exemplified in this matter. This is not a 
coincidence. The no walls of protection against thieves over an organization is a law 


department design. 


Social Security is being used as an easy access conduit to feed people’s money to ECMC 


without any authentication or validation. 


Please note I have requested validation and to see the certification documents for ECMC 
third party debt deception in Social Security and nothing was given to me. Social Security 
is feeding people’s money over to ECMC in contravention to the statute of Fraud and in 
the furtherance of ongoing Conspiracies to Defraud the United States and oppress its 
people. 


It is my contention based on ECMC’s evidence of ongoing conspiracies that ECMC’s 
criminal stolen money is being funneled somewhere in Social Security’s law department 
which effectuated no walls of protection from thieves over the people’s money. ECMC’s 
easy access to people’s money based on fraud and non-authentic documents via Social 


Security easy and criminal garnishment policy must be stopped. 
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An authentication department is needed in Social Security to make sure authentic court 
documents are being used for purposes of garnishment, debt collection and to make sure 
the most vulnerable populations are not being exploited, terrorized and financially injured 
based on ECMC’s unregulated, relentless fraud, grand larceny crimes, greed and ongoing 
criminal conspiracies against the rights of the poor, disabled and elderly. 


Above all, the recommended Social Security authentication department must be separate 
from the law department with a clear understanding that the law department has no 
control over such department. Experts do their jobs best without interference. 
Furthermore, this will protect the integrity of the authentication department and block 
current infectious unwarranted law department usurpations that allow and advance 
ongoing ECMC criminal conspiracies that steal people’s money based on defraud useless 
computer printout: STATEMENT OF JUDGMENT FRAUD, as epitomized in this 


matter. 


ECMC’s easy access to innocent people’s survival money must be stopped, particularly 
when the money is being stolen via garnishment based on fraud, a nonexistent and non- 


produced, alleged judgment, as exemplified in this matter. 


Social Security’s lack of accountability over ECMC’s debt deceit and collection places an 
additional burden on the poor, disabled, and elderly. In addition to fighting off ECMC’s 
judgment fraud, theft of one’s money, and ongoing conspiracies, ECMC’s ongoing 
conspiracy and scheme to defraud crimes puts liability on Social Security. Hence, if a 
poor, disabled or elderly person has to sue, he must now include an extra party because 
ECMC’s ongoing conspiracy crimes and scheme to defraud, criminally enjoined Social 
Security as a third party tortious interference. 


Above all, ECMC’s masterminded thefts are concealed because ECMC gives no receipt 
for their stolen garnishment money and social security funds are on a card. Consequently, 
there is no real evidence of the ECMC theft of innocent people’s money because there is 
no direct ECMC receipt. 


With this ECMC unregulated debt creation, deception and collection scam, ECMC can 
change their name every 5 years and replicate the crimes via criminally concealing 


payments and resetting the statute of limitations. 


With respect to Social Security, please note I have worked all of my life. I am an 
educational administrator by profession. However, I became victimized by repeated law 
department ordered job mobbing, stalking, bullying and abuse in every job I had. My 
income was criminally income lynched repetitiously despite exemplary commendations. I 
sued the law department and the union and was blacklisted in retaliation to such. But 
God! I was criminally left penniless, victimized and forced to Social Security as a legal 
abuse syndrome victim. Please see these unregulated law department led crimes: 
http://issuu.com/prayerwarriorsneeded/docs/56050639-full-notarized-finale-tort-may- 
2011-nys-c. ECMC’s criminal law department led income lynching crimes are not new to 
me, but will not be tolerated. 


With respect to conspiracies and continuing offenses, please consider the below 
underlined definition of the elements of conspiracies and continuing offenses and crimes to 
understand how the student loan contractually obstructive endless statute of limitations 
fiction was diabolically masterminded and incorporated into this ECMC or any other debt 


collector ongoing conspiracies crimes. 


In the below ongoing conspiracies definition take heed to the last act and the 


abandonment clause. 


I will show how this ECMC fraudulent judgment debt deception theft of money scam was 
created for purposes of an ongoing conspiracy with an abandonment and last act, where 
conspirators drop out and others drop in. 


The ECMC conspirators dropped in, where the criminal defraud judgment creation 


lawyers dropped out. Please see exhibits 7-10, these are the fraud based court documents 
which effectuated the FRAUD BASED STATEMENT FOR JUDGMENT. 
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Exhibit 6 is ECMC’s nullified, defective and fraudulent conveyance false instrument used 
to steal public money titled as the STATEMENT FOR JUDGMENT. Below I explain why 
and how come this computer printout unauthenticated court document is nullified, 


defective and fraudulent. 


Exhibit 10 is the defective and fraudulent attorney affidavit which conspiratorially 
effectuated ECMC’S STATEMENT FOR JUDGMENT. Below I explain why and how 
come this computer printout unauthenticated court document is nullified, defective and 
fraudulent. 


Exhibit 12-13 is the defective and fraudulent affidavit of service. Below I explain why and 
how come this computer printout unauthenticated court document is nullified, defective 
and fraudulent. 


Exhibit 9 is the defective and fraudulent complaint created by documented wanton and 
reckless debt creation, deceit and collection criminal conspirators acting as lawyers and 
debt collectors. Below I explain why and how come this computer printout 
unauthenticated court document is nullified, defective and fraudulent. 


ECMC’s criminal use of the fraudulent conveyance STATEMENT FOR JUDGMENT, 
which was effectuated by the above non authentic and fictional court papers exemplifies 


and aligns with the below conspiracies and continuing offenses elements description on 


page 11 posted at: https://www fas.org/sgp/crs/misc/RL31253.pdf 


Thus, the statute of limitations for such conspiracies runs not from the first overt act 
committed in furtherance of the conspiracy but from the last. The statute of limitations 
under conspiracy statutes that have no overt act requirement runs from the 
accomplishment of the objectives of the conspiracy or from its abandonment. 


This ECMC ongoing student loan conspiracy against rights and the theft of money crime 
scams were designed so ECMC or any other debt collector or lawyer could drop in, when 
the defraud judgment creation lawyers dropped out. The details changed from time to 


time, some of the conspirators may not know each other, or the part played by others, but 
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a member need not know all the details of the plan and operation, the conspirator must 
however, know the purpose of the conspiracy and agree to become a party to a plan to 
effectuate that purpose. Please see: Craig v. U.S. 81 F2d 816. All the criminal conspirators 
knew the purpose of the plan was to criminally steal innocent people’s money. 


The ECMC conspirators knew and know the purpose of the plan was to steal and 
embezzle money via the worthless STATEMENT FOR JUDGMENT SCAM and to steal 
money from innocent people under the disguise of debt collection. 


The ECMC conspirators dropped in after the first conspirators dropped out or effectuated 
abandonment as stated above. Their purpose was the same as ECMC and that was to create 
unauthenticated, fraudulent, and frivolous court papers to steal money from innocent people, 
emphasis on vulnerable populations and thereafter conceal the debt collectors’ received 


payments by having no receipts so the conspiracy of stealing money can continue endlessly. 


Timing between ECMC and the first criminals doesn’t matter because the first set of 
criminals set the tone and table for endless, ongoing and continuous debt collection 


conspiracy against right crimes. 


The first conspirators in this matter are the lawyers and debt collectors from Hyat, Hyat and 
Landau law firm. Their job was to create debt out of thin air by filing a premeditated 
contemptuous and frivolous complaint in the courts. Thereafter, these criminals used a 
criminal notary conspirator to stamp falsified affidavits of service which lie and state the 
victim was served a student loan or any debt collection summons and complaint concoction. 
This is exactly what happened to me. Please see Hyat, Hyat and Landau egregious organized 


fraud crimes here: 


http://endorganizedcrimeuniverse.com/assets/download/HAYT_HAYT_AND_ LANDAU _PF 
AU_NYS_LAW_SUIT_AGAINST_DEBT_ COLLECTORS _SEWER_SERVICE.pdf 
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The ECMC conspirators dropped in when the Hyat, Hyat and Landau conspirators dropped 
out. The Hyat, Hyat and Landau law firm criminals were the first conspirators and their job 
was to start a frivolous law suit that effectuated the fraudulent, worthless, nullified and 
invalid STATEMENT FOR JUDGMENT that could be used by any law firm or debt 
collection agency for the specific purpose of stealing money under the disguise of this 


unauthenticated criminal computer printout acting as an official court authorized judgment. 


The STATEMENT FOR JUDGMENT is used because it understood by all involved 
sometimes including the courts and judges, that fraud is being administered. Thus an 
authenticated judgment cannot be used because fictional and fraud administration is 


controlling. 


Furthermore, a real judgment could not be used in this matter because the first criminal and 
conspirator Hyat, Hyat and Landau attorneys, did not and do not have a valid contract to 
sue. In this matter, the original conspirators, Hyat, Hyat and Landau created and used a 
frivolous complaint and summons. These documents are frivolous because they have no 


verification. 


Please see exhibits 8-9 attached. This is the frivolous and contemptuous non verified 
summons and complaint that effectuated the fraud based worthless STATENMENT FOR 
JUDGMENT that ECMC is using right now to steal and embezzle public money. 


Please see exhibit 9. This is the frivolous and defective complaint that effectuated ECMC 
fraud based STATEMENT FOR JUDGMENT that was used to steal my money. Remember 
the first criminal’s job was to criminally create the Statement for Judgment. ECMC drops in 


and uses this criminal print out to steal money. 


The frivolous student loan complaint that effectuated ECMC’s STATEMENT FOR 
JUDGMENT fraud and theft is frivolous and defective because the student loan complaint 
violates the courts rules via no certification or verification. In essence, exhibit 9, the attached 
student loan complaint that ECMC is using as authority for their premeditated 
STATEMENT FOR JUDGMENT fraud and theft, exemplifies that: 
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v THE STUDENT LOAN DEBT COLLECTOR AND LAWYER DID NOT AND COULD NOT 
HAVE PROPERLY CERTIFIED THE COMPLAINT THEY FILED IN THE INSTANT 
ACTION. 22 NYCRR § 130 -1.1-A REQUIRES THAT "BY SIGNING A PAPER, AN 
ATTORNEY OR PARTY CERTIFIES THAT, TO THE BEST OF THAT PERSON'S 
KNOWLEDGE, INFORMATION AND BELIEF, FORMED AFTER AN INQUIRY 
REASONABLE UNDER THE CIRCUMSTANCES, (1) THE PRESENTATION OF THE PAPER 
OR THE CONTENTIONS THEREIN ARE NOT FRIVOLOUS AS DEFINED IN SUBSECTION 
130-1.1(C)." 22 NYCRR § 130 -1.1(C) DEFINES CONDUCT AS FRIVOLOUS IF: (1) IT IS 
COMPLETELY WITHOUT MERIT IN LAW AND CANNOT BE BY A REASONABLE 
ARGUMENT FOR AN EXTENSION, MODIFICATION OR REVERSAL OF EXISTING LAW 
.- OR, (3) IT ASSERTS MATERIAL FACTUAL STATEMENTS THAT ARE FALSE." 


Y UNDER 22 NYCRR § 130 -1.1-A A PROPER CERTIFICATION OF A COMPLAINT CAN 
ONLY BE MADE AFTER AN INQUIRY REASONABLE UNDER THE CIRCUMSTANCES 
ESTABLISHES THAT THE CLAIM ASSERTED IN THE COMPLAINT HAS MERIT IN LAW 
AND ASSERTS TRUTHFUL FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS. 

Additionally, not only is ECMC’s STATEMENT FOR JUDGMENT fraud and theft student 


loan law suit missing a contract, it is also missing a full chain of assignment as stated below: 


v UNDER NEW YORK LAW, A FULL CHAIN OF ASSIGNMENT IN ADDITION TO 
DOCUMENTARY PROOF OF THE CONTRACT AND DEBT IS REQUIRED IN ORDER TO 
PROVE A PRIMA FACIE CASE IN A CONSUMER DEBT ACTION WHERE THE 
PLAINTIFF IS AN ASSIGNEE OF THE ORIGINAL CREDITOR. SEE, CITIBANK V. 
MARTIN, 11 MISC 3D 219 (CIV. CT. NYC 2005); PALISADES COLLECTION, LLC V. 
GONZALEZ, 10 MISC 3D 1058A (CIV. CT. NYC 2005); DNS EQUITY GROUP, INC. 
LAVALLE, 26 MISC 3D 1228A (DIST. CT. NASSAU CTY. 2010). 


Additionally, not only is ECMC’s STATEMENT FOR JUDGMENT fraud and theft student 
loan law suit missing a contract and a full chain of assignment, it is also missing a required 


firsthand knowledge affidavit and business records as stated below: 


¥ WITHOUT PROOF OF THE CHAIN OF ASSIGNMENT, OR ALTERNATIVELY, 
VERIFICATION FROM AN INDIVIDUAL WITH PERSONAL KNOWLEDGE THEREOF 
(AND OF THE OTHER ELEMENTS OF THE CASE) PLAINTIFF'S COUNSEL KNOWS IT IS 
AND WILL BE UNABLE TO SHOW ITS STANDING TO SUE THE DEFENDANT AND A 
, SUBJECT TO DISMISSAL 
WITHOUT PREJUDICE. CITIBANK V. MARTIN, 11 MISC 3D 219 (CIV. CT. NYC 2005). 
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The first conspirators to ECMC’s conspiracy and offences, direct criminal purpose, ploy 
and plot was to commence a frivolous lawsuit without having the requisite proof needed 
for a prima facie case. 


In summary, the ECMC criminal conspirators are using a STATEMENT FOR 
JUDGMENT fraudulent conveyance false instrument that is a nullity to steal my money 
and public money and have enjoined the Social Security Administration in their ongoing 
conspiracy and offense defraud America crimes. 


Please take notice that laches cannot and will not be tolerated or used to block the 
vacation of said nullified alleged judgment as the conspiracy crimes are ongoing up to 
today. Furthermore, there is no statute of limitations for ongoing fraud and the following 
non-waivable trinity of dismissal doctrine may be raised at any time: 


1. Lack of subject matter jurisdiction (CPLR § 3211(a)( 

2. Failure to state a cause of action (CPLR § 3211(a)(7)); and 

3. Failure to join a necessary party (CPLR § 3211(a)(10)). 
A void Judgment which includes judgment entered by a court which lacks jurisdiction 
over the parties or the subject matter, lacks or lacks inherent power to enter the 
particular judgment, or an order procured by fraud, can be attacked at any time, in any 
court, either directly or collaterally, provided that the party is properly before the court, 
Long v. Shorebank Development Corp., 182 F.3d 548 (C.A. 7 Il. (1999). 


A void Judgment is one which, from its inception, was a complete nulity and without legal 
effect, Lubben vy. Selective Service System Local Bd. No. 27, 453 F.2d 645, 14 A.L.R. Fed. 
298 (C.A. 1 Mass. (1972) 


The ramifications of the ECMC conspirators current outrageous in character student loan 
financial crimes including larceny, stem from and got lawless POWER from the over 20 
year old nullified, worthless, and fictitious STATEMENT FOR JUDGMENT false filing, 
which was used to enjoin Social Security , steal my money and public money and was used 
to defraud the United States. 


A criminal investigation is needed to see how many innocent people are victimized by 
ECMC’s and other debt collector and court organized fraud that advances these type of 
life threatening, extortion, grand larceny, embezzlement, and conspiracy against rights 
crimes. 


ECMC’s fraud stems from fraud in the court via THE PATRICIA MCCARTHY COURT 
CLERK JUDICIAL IMPOSTURE SIGNATURE ON THE ORGANIZED FRAUD 
SCRIBBLED ON STATEMENT FOR JUDGMENT. In this capacity, the court clerk 
impersonated a judge by signing her signature on the worthless statement for judgment. 


15 


This fraud was complimented by additional fraud by Mark Heiman’s signature on the 
scribbled premeditated STATEMENT OF JUDGMENT FRAUD. 


These crimes exemplify clear cut premeditated conspiracies and continuing offenses 
embedded in organized fraud seeking to conceal the fact that none of the criminal 
conspirators have a written contract consistent with the below common law statute of 
frauds: 


The Statute of Frauds was originally enacted by Parliament in 1677 under the title “An Act 
for Prevention of Frauds and Perjuries.” Section four provided: 


And be it further enacted by the authority aforesaid, That from and after, the said 
four and twentieth day of June no action shall be brought (1) whereby to charge any 
executor or administrator upon any special promise, to answer damages out of his 
own estate, (2) or whereby to charge the defendant upon any special promise to 
answer for the debt, default or miscarriages of another person; (3) or to charge any 
person upon any agreement made upon consideration of marriage; (4) or upon any 
contract for sale of lands, tenements, or hereditaments, or any interest in or 
concerning them; (5) or upon any agreement that is not to be performed within the 


space of one year from the making thereof; (6) unless the agreement upon which such 


Section seventeen provided: 


And be it further enacted by the authority aforesaid, That from and after the said 
four and twentieth day of June no contract for the sale of any goods, wares and 
merchandizes, for the price of ten pounds sterling or upwards, shall be allowed to be 
good, except the buyer shall accept part of the good so sold, and actually receive the 
same, or give something in earnest to bind the bargain, or in part payment, or that 
some note or memorandum in writing of the said bargain be made and signed by the 


The legislatures of most U.S. states have enacted legislation that roughly duplicates the 


provisions of section four of the original Statute of Frauds. Se penne waa 


In general, the primary purpose of the Statute of Frauds is for evidentiary reasons, to 
provide reliable evidence of the existence and terms of the contract, and the classes of 
contracts covered seem for the most part to have been selected because of importance or 
complexity. 


Because ECMC and the other criminal debt collectors and lawyers did not have the 
required evidentiary documents to prove their claim, they resorted to organized fraud 
effectuating criminally created fraudulent computer printouts to appear as evidence. They 
infested fraud throughout this student loan matter by creating unauthenticated fraud 
based court documents to subterfuge the contract they do not have and need to sue. 


ECMC is presently stealing my money based on this documented premeditated 
conspiracies and continuing offenses embedded in organized fraud. 


Consequently, pursuant to the ADA Administrative Procedures, the Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure Rule 11, and all other relevant sanction laws, I Miriam Snyder seek an order 
imposing sanctions and penalties on the ECMC criminal conspirators and on ECMC as a 
whole based on the above and below crimes summarized: 


1. The ECMC conspirators failed to sign and certify the court papers used as a weapon 
to steal private money and public money. These non-signatures, certify that ECMC 
papers submitted are meritless and inflicted to specifically rob money, undermine 
and obstruct consumer protections and justice as a whole. 


2. ECMC corporate officers and lawyer’s refusal to sign and certify and or their 
refusal to use signed and certified court papers is a violation of FRCP 11. The law 
provides sanctions for violation of the certification. Cooter & Gell v. Hartmarx 
Corp., 496 US 384 110 S. Ct. 2447 (1990). 


3. Pursuant to the ADA Administrative Procedures and FDCP Rule 11 Miriam Snyder 
demands that ECMC’s fraudulent, invalid, and unenforceable defective court 
concoctions in this matter be withdrawn permanently as they are obstructive and 
serve no other purpose but to further a documented ongoing grand larceny 
conspiracy against rights. This needs to be done on behalf of public policy and 
public safety. 


4. Since Rule 11 does not apply to misconduct, unrelated to unsigned court papers, this 
affidavit will not address Janice Hines and Richard Boyles misconduct. A 
misconduct complaint along with ECMC’s criminal fictional administration 
defective court papers, will be filed with the proper authorities and their bonding 
offices. 


5. ECMC’s corporate officer’s refusal to sign their letters to me and their fraudulent 
court paper creations is because they know they were designed in bad faith, 
maliciously, with intent to deceive, undermine and obstruct consumer protections 
embedded in FDCPA and the NY GBL laws. 
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11. 


12. 


. ECMC’”s theft of my money and use of fictional grand larceny court papers are 


without legitimate legal or factual basis and are deemed in bad faith. Please see 
similar bad faith court paper rulings pursuant to: Porous Medical Corp. v. Parr 
Corp., 201 F.3d 1058, 1059 (8th Cir. 2000). 


. ECMC’s claims and criminal contentions contained in their grand larceny court 


paper creations, obstruct procedure and existing law by presenting frivolous claims 
for the reversal and obstruction of consumer protection laws. 


. Miriam Snyder seeks sanctions against ECMC pursuant to FRCP 11(b) & (c), as 


amended. These sanctions are needed to discourage ECMC’s dilatory and abusive 
tactics, and to help streamline the litigation process by lessening their frivolous 
claims. Please take Notice that Sanctions may also be imposed for the purpose of 
deterrence, compensation and punishment. Massengale v. Kolner, 267 F.3d 1298 
(11th Cir. 2001). 


. The parties subject to sanctions under Rule 11 include: 

. Janice Hines, individually and as President and Chief Executive Officer of ECMC 
. Richard Boyle, individually and as Director of ECMC 

. The Individual Attorney representing ECMC 

. The attorney’s law firm, which is jointly liable 


. Miriam Snyder seeks the issuance of a sanction requiring the return of the money 


ECMC stole, over $1,800.00, payment of administrative fees to provide 
compensation to her and to provide compensation for the number of hours 
reasonably spent by her, directly related to ECMC’s violation, is multiplied by the 
reasonable hourly rate for the work performed. Miriam Snyder seeks such based on 
a public policy goal of deterrence. Barber v. Miller, 146 F.3d 707 (9th Cir. 1998). 


ECMC’s use of frivolous court papers that violate Rule 11, specifically, their 
organized fraud conspiratorial non certified complaint, coupled with their deceit 
and fraud negatively impacts all involved. It wastes court time and money and 
harasses. Above all, ECMC’s grand larceny court papers with malicious and 
unjustified claims, obstructed and obstructs the orderly and expeditious 
administration of government offices. 


Sanctions against the ECMC criminals are needed to deter their continued 
frivolous, malicious, invalid, and unenforceable filings and enjoinments, and to 
avoid the continued expenditure of unnecessary resources. 
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13.Sanctions against the ECMC criminals are needed to dismantle their collections 
activities because the NYC Department of Consumer Affairs shows no record of 
ECMC Debt Buyers having a license to collect any debt. 


14.ECMC’s scheme to defraud grand larceny court papers have maliciously exploited 
Miriam Snyder without reason or cause. The ECMC criminals have acted in bad 
faith, vexatiously, wanton and for oppressive reasons. ECMC has defamed the 
government, it offices, and the people. 


15. ECMC has shown to all involved that that debt collectors like ECMC are using the 
courts as a Wild Wild west playground for premeditated grand larceny document 
creation crimes. Furthermore, this case shows the need for the U.S. Department of 
Justice involvement to stop judicial impersonations by court clerks and debt 
collectors. Penalties must be put in place to stop judicial impersonations inflicted to 
reverse and destroy righteousness embedded in the rule of law. 


16. In this matter, ECMC should be made to pay the court a minimum of $50,000.00 
for using court enjoined grand larceny documents, defaming the court, exposing the 
court, and for criminally using court resources for filing frivolous, harassing, 
defective and meritless concoctions such as the attached unenforceable and invalid 
STATEMENT FOR JUDGMENT. ECMC’s use of criminally created unauthorized 
computer printout UNAUTHENTICATED court documents as weapons to steal 
money nationwide must be stopped. Sanctions will deter such criminal and 
conspiratorial improprieties by corporations, individuals and others. 


17. ECMC’s criminals must be sanctioned for their willful refusal and failure to 
present a timely contract that is not unconscionable, more specific, their failure to 
produce any contract, while stealing my money and while alleging money owed. 
These criminal concealment and omission acts exemplify, deceit and misconduct 
embedded and included in: 

v 18 USC § 1028A - Aggravated identity theft crimes, 
v US Code - Section 1028: Fraud and related activity in connection with identification documents, 
authentication features, and information 


http:/aw.justia.com/newyork/codes/penal/pen0190.65_190.65.html 


Y 190.77 - Offenses involving theft of identity; definitions. 

¥ 190.78 - Identity theft in the third degree. 

¥ 190.79 - Identity theft in the second degree. 

Y 190.80 - Identity theft in the first degree. 

¥ 190.81 - Unlawful possession of personal identification information in the third degree. 190.82 - 
Unlawful possession of personal identification information in the second degree. 190.83 - Unlawful 
possession of personal identification information in the first degree. 


http:/law.justia.com/newyork/codes/penal/idx_pen0p3tka190.html 
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Article 175 - OFFENSES INVOLVING FALSE WRITTEN STATEMENTS 


175.05 - Falsifying business records in the second degree. 

175.10 - Falsifying business records in the first degree. 

175.15 - Falsifying business records; defense. 

175.20 - Tampering with public records in the second degree. 
175.25 - Tampering with public records in the first degree. 

175.30 - Offering a false instrument for filing in the second degree. 
175.35 - Offering a false instrument for filing in the first degree. 
175.40 - Issuing a false certificate. 

175.45 - Issuing a false financial statement. 


RAR SON Se RN 


Article 190 - OTHER FRAUDS 

190.23 - False personation. 

190.25 - Criminal impersonation in the second degree. 
190.26 - Criminal impersonation in the first degree. 
190.40 - Criminal usury in the second degree. 
190.42 - Criminal usury in the first degree. 

190.45 - Possession of usurious loan records. 

190.50 - Unlawful collection practices. 

190.55 - Making a false statement of credit terms. 
190.60 - Scheme to defraud in the second degree. 
190.65 - Scheme to defraud in the first degree. 


ISON STON RRS 


New York Laws: Penal: (185.00 - 185.15) Frauds On Creditors 


¥ 185.05 - Fraud involving a security interest. 


Any person guilty of falsely preparing any book, paper, record, instrument in writing, or other matter or 
thing, with intent to produce it, or allow it to be produced as genuine upon any trial, proceeding or 
inquiry whatever, authorized by law, SHALL BE GUILTY OF A FELONY. See NYPL 75.35 offering a 
false instrument for filing in the first degree; 175.40 issuing a false certificate. 


18. Janice Hines and Richard Boyle are supposed to be alleged sophisticated investors. 
They should have used “prophylactic” measures to not enjoin themselves in this well 
documented organized fraud conspiracy. They should have stopped this student 
loan fraud racket when they received non authenticated fraudulent court records. 
Any reasonable person in a position to access other people’s money would have 
checked for authentication. 
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For the above reasons, sanctions are sought. The ECMC criminals should have used due 
diligence in securing authentic court documents. They sent me the fraudulent 
STATEMENT OF JUDGMENT, A FORGED PROMISSORY NOTE, and thereafter 
refused to sign their extortion letters to me. Please see an example of one of their 
deliberately unsigned extortion, deceit, and malicious letters attached as exhibit 20. 


Hines and Boyle’s participation in this documented ongoing conspiracy against rights, 
which specifically targets victims of crime for further oppression and criminal acts, 
indicates that these conspirators are members of a satanic cult, called the shadow 
government. 


With the above conspiracy and continuing offences crimes, you can steal from and destroy 
an entire population of people based on this diabolical fraud. All one corrupt lawyer needs 
is to be friends or associates with the court clerk and he will get defaulted judgments 
easily with no evidentiary proof with this criminal judicial imposture design in place. 
Everyone involved in the default court judgment scam will get paid off of the victim. In 
fact, this is how desperate, trashy, bottom bucket money rackets operate. They make 
money off of stealing, bullying, and criminalizing targets until the target says no more! 


The saddest part of this crime is what the target has to go through to get justice. By 
criminal design, the victim may have to sue the clerk and judge just to stop these 
prioritized conspiracy and continuing offences crimes. 


In closing, the criminal insanity embedded in creating, concocting and using fraudulent, 
unauthenticated court documents as a weapon and for the sole purpose of stealing money 
that does not belong to one, requires sanctions and criminal penalties. To this end, I 
submit this criminal report and affidavit in support as I have been financially and 
emotionally injured and damaged because of these unregulated life threatening 
conspiracies and continuing offenses. I urge public officials and this office to invoke 
sanctions against Educational Credit Management Corporation and its corporate officials 
as they have clearly defrauded the United States and the people. 
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I have included 20 exhibits and an affidavit in support of this criminal report. I attest 
pursuant to the laws of this country that all of my statements and exhibits are true and 
correct. This is an appeal to stop ECMC’s theft of my money based on their conspiracies 
and continuing offenses embedded in organized fraud. Sanctions are greatly needed on 
behalf of public policy, public safety, American consumers, and the sanctity of the 
contract clause in the United States Constitution, Article I, Section 10, Clause 1., which 
states that: No state shall enter into law impairing the obligation of contracts, or grant any 
title of nobility. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 


hw WW Lng 


Miriam Snyder 


REFERENCES POSTED AT: 
http://www.endorganizedcrimeuniverse.com/pagel1.html 


Debt Deception: How Debt Buyers Abuse the Legal System to Prey on Lower-Income New Yorkers 


Debt-Buyer Lawsuits and Inaccurate Data 
Student Loan Debt Deception Brief 


Understanding Junk Debt Buyer Lawsuits 


HYAT, HYAT AND LANDAU SUED FOR FALSE AFFIDAVITS OF SERVICE 


NYS Sewer Service Lawsuit against Debt Collectors 
OR 


http://endorganizedcrimeuniverse.com/assets/download/HAYT HAYT AND LANDAU PFAU NYS 


LAW_SUIT_AGAINST_DEBT_COLLECTORS_SEWER_SERVICE.pdf 


ABROGATING THE HOLDER IN DUE COURSE DOCTRINE 
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EXHIBIT 1 


EDUCATIONAL CREDIT MANAGEMENT CORPORATION 
SUPPLEMENTAL CRIMES INFLICTED 


The ECMC Criminal Conspirators have committed U.S. CODE TITLE 10, 
INTERFERENCE WITH STATE AND FEDERAL LAWS by stealing people’s money 
nationwide in contravention to the contract clause in the United States 

Constitution, Article I, Section 10, and Clause 1. 


The ECMC Criminal Conspirators have committed 18 USC 1960, 1901, 1905, 1911, 1952, 
1956, 1957, 1961, 1962, 1963, 1964 (RICO) CIVIL RICO- CONTINUOS CRIMINAL 
ENTERPRISE ACT (CCE) by participating and making a host of money off of this well 
documented court clerk judicial imposture default STATEMENT OF JUDGMENT 
creation scam led by the Chief judicial imposture disregard of this court clerk judicial 
imposture loophole. 


The ECMC Criminal Conspirators have committed 18 USC 241 CONSPIRACY 
AGAINST RIGHTS OF SOVEREIGN, FREE, GOD CREATED, SPIRIT AND SOUL 
BEINGS, by willfully participating in a well-documented court clerk judicial imposture 
scheme to defraud to create UNENFORCEABLE default judgments with organized fraud 
illusions of judicial force to steal American consumer’s money and property. 


The ECMC Criminal Conspirators have committed 18 U.S.C. SEC. 2381 TREASON 
AGAINST THE AMERICAN PEOPLE BY LEVYING WAR AGAINST THEIR 
CONSTITUTION OR AIDING ITS ENEMIES, by stealing people’s money nationwide in 
contravention to the contract clause in the United States Constitution, Article I, Section 
10, Clause 1. 


The ECMC Criminal Conspirators have committed 18 USC SEC 2384 
SEDITION/SEDITIOUS CONSPIRACY BY CONSPIRING TO OVERTHROW THE 
CONSTITUTIONAL GOVERNMENT OR DELAY THE EXECUTION OF LAWS OF 
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, by enjoining Social Security in ECMC’s scheme 
to defraud and steal money crimes, in violation to the contract clause in the United States 
Constitution, Article I, Section 10, Clause 1. 


The ECMC Criminal Conspirators have committed 18 USC 3130----3730 money 


laundering by laundering money out of government offices like Social Security and doing 
so with no valid authority but with the sole force of organized fraud. 
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The ECMC Criminal Conspirators have committed 18 USC 1512 ENGAGING IN 
MISLEADING CONDUCT by repetitiously sending ECMC letters with no signature, 
using an organized fraud STATEMENT OF JUDGMENT to steal, coupled with a host of 
other organized fraud fictional court records. 


The ECMC Criminal Conspirators have committed 18 USC 1503 INTIMIDATE 
WITNESSES in retaliation to Miriam Snyder seeking FDCPA validation, ECMC stole her 
money under the disguise of garnishment, in violation to US Department of Education 
hearing and hardship provisions. 


The ECMC Criminal Conspirators have committed IMPEDING DUE EXERCISE OF 
RIGHTS BY ATTEMPTING TO PREVENT, OBSTRUCT, IMPEDE, AND 
INTERFERE WITH SAME, (18 USC SEC 1509) , by criminally seizing Miriam Snyder’s 
money with no lawful authority or contract and in violation to due process protections. 


The ECMC Criminal Conspirators have committed 18 U.S.C. SEC. 1962 
RACKETEERING BY CONDUCTING AN ONGOING ENTERPRISE OF BRIBERY, 
EXTORTION, OR THREATS OF SAME, by stealing Miriam Snyder’s money with no 
lawful authority or contract. 


The ECMC Criminal Conspirators have committed 18 USC SEC 371 CONSPIRACY TO 
OFFEND AND DEFRAUD THE UNITED STATES by stealing low income, disabled, and 
elderly people’s money via Social Security funds while having no lawful contract, written 
reason, certification, or cause. 


The ECMC Criminal Conspirators have committed 18 USC 35 -- Imparting or conveying 
false information in government records and offices to steal money and are currently 
doing so. 


The ECMC Criminal Conspirators have committed 18 U.S. Code § 2511 - Interception 
and disclosure of wire, oral, or electronic communications prohibited and are currently 
doing so via stealing money on electronic cards and providing no direct ECMC receipt. 


The ECMC Criminal Conspirators have committed U.S.C. Title 18, See, 2071 and 2073 
(falsifying records) and further; uttering and possessing false obligations and counterfeit 
securities based upon the falsified records of U.S.C. Title 18, Sec. 471, 472, 473, and/or 513. 


The ECMC Criminal Conspirators have committed corrupt business practices to make 
and possess false records and claim of obligation, not substantiated by truthful facts in 
violation of the Federal Racketeer Influences and Corrupt Organization (RICO), U.S.C. 
Title 18 Sec. 1961 et. Seq. and are currently doing so as exemplified in the above 
complaint. 
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The ECMC Criminal Conspirators are using the U.S. Mail to present such fraud and false 
instruments amounting to Mail Fraud, criminal conduct falling under Title 18 U.S.C. Sec. 
1341 — Frauds and Swindles. 


The ECMC Criminal Conspirators have committed sending mail with false and fictitious 
names, a criminal conduct falling under Title 18 U.S.C. Sec. 1842 - Fictitious Names. 


The ECMC Criminal Conspirators have committed 18 U.S. Code § 249 - HATE CRIME 
ACTS by targeting people of color, women, victims of crime, low income people, disabled 
and the elderly and deliberately inducing unwarranted serious stress by stealing their 
survival money and obstructing constitutional protections to due process. 


The ECMC Criminal Conspirators have committed 18 U.S. Code § 2332a - USE OF 
WEAPONS OF MASS DESTRUCTION by using judicial imposture fictional 
STATEMENT FOR JUDGMENT and other fictional court documents as vicious weapons 
that steal, devour and kill innocent people. The theft is a terroristic act particularly when it 
is done in contravention to the Constitutional protection laws of the land. 


The ECMC Criminal Conspirators have committed 18 U.S. Code § 2339C - 
PROHIBITIONS AGAINST THE FINANCING OF TERRORISM by directly or 
indirectly, unlawfully and willfully collecting funds with the intention that such funds be 
used, or with the knowledge that such funds are to be used, in full or in part, in order to 
carry out— acts intended to cause death or serious bodily injury to a civilian, when the 
purpose of such act, by its nature or context, is to intimidate a population. 


The ECMC Criminal Conspirators, specifically, Janice Hines and Richard Boyle have 
committed 18 U.S. Code § 241 - CONSPIRACY AGAINST RIGHTS by conspiring to 
injure, oppress, threaten, and intimidate Miriam Snyder by criminally seizing her money 
in violation of the 4th , 9th , and 14th Constitutional Amendments . They stole her money 
and deliberately denied her and retaliated against her for exercising her free speech rights 
to mandate validation and authentication of the criminal student loan fraud documents. 
They obstructed her free exercise and enjoyment of rights and privileges secured by the 
Constitution or laws of the United States, and because of her having so exercised the same. 
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EXHIBIT 2 


UNDERSTANDING CRIMINAL AND GANGSTER DEBT COLLECTION 
ORGANIZED FRAUD CRIMES INFLICTED ON MIRIAM SNYDER IN 
THIS MATTER 


A major reason for the high rate of default judgments is the fact that many people do not know they 
have been sued.>? Evidence suggests that people rarely receive notice of lawsuits brought by debt 
buyers.” Debt buyers often send notices to addresses associated with the underlying credit card 
accounts, which are often outdated and no longer valid.*! 


Worse, many of the process servers hired to serve papers in consumer credit actions engage in “sewer 
service” — the practice of failing to serve court papers (and instead throwing them in the “sewer”) and 
filing false affidavits of service with the courts. The problem has been well documented in New 
York. In 2008, the New York State Attorney General on behalf of the Chief Adminstrative Judge of 
New York filed suit against 35 debt collection law firms and two debt collection companies. The case, 
Pfau v. Forster & Garbus, seeks to vacate more than 100,000 default judgments allegedly entered 
because of sewer service by a single process serving agency. The case is currently pending. 


Payment practices within the debt collection industry appear to contribute to the high rates of sewer 
service in debt buyer cases. Debt collection law firms usually enter into bulk contracts with process 
serving agencies, which, in turn, hire individual process servers to carry out the service. These 
process servers often work as independent contractors, not salaried employees, and are paid on a 
piecework basis of $3-6 per completed service.“ These wages have not increased significantly since 
1986,© and are, in fact, so low that it is impossible for a process server to serve all papers properly 
and still make the minimum wage. Process servers who serve papers in non-debt collection matters 
earn significantly more.” On top of that, most debt collection law firms will not pay process servers 
for unsuccessful attempts at service, a practice that further encourages process servers to lie about 
having completed service. 


REFERENCE: http://www nedap.org/pressroom/documents/DEBT_DECEPTION_FINAL_WEB.pdf 


THE CONSPIRATORS IN THIS MATTER HYAT, HYAT AND LANDAU HAVE BEEN SUED FOR THE 
SAME ORGANIZED FRAUD SEWER SERVICE INFLICTED ON ME IN THIS MATTER. PLEASE SEE 
THEIR CRIMES HERE: 
http://endorganizedcrimeuniverse.com/assets/download/HAYT_HAYT_AND_LANDAU_PFAU_NYS_LAW 
SUIT_AGAINST_DEBT_COLLECTORS_SEWER_SERVICE.pdf 
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EXHIBIT 3 
EDUCATION CREDIT MANAGEMENT CRIMINAL TACTICS 
INCLUDING THE CRIMINAL THEFT OF MY MONEY VIA 
GARNISHMENT IS DONE TO SUBTERFUGE ECMC’S LACK 


OF A CONTRACT 


The staggering number of default judgments obtained through sewer service masks the fact that debt 


buyers rarely have admissible evidence of the debt and that many cases are meritless.” As discussed 
above, debt buyers typically do not purchase documentation of debts, such as credit applications 


service records that would confirm or clarify fraud claims or customer disputes. While some debt 


buyers have a contractual right to obtain a portion of this information in a limited number of cases, 


this is far from the norm.” In the vast majority of cases filed, debt buyers cannot provide 
claims in order to win a case. If a debt buyer cannot do so, and the case is contested, the case must be 


Abusive debt buyer lawsuits not only harm individual New Yorkers but also have a 


deleterious impact on New York City’s LOW- AND MODERATE-INCOME 
COMMUNITIES AND COMMUNITIES OF COLOR, which bear the brunt of abusive 


debt buyer lawsuits. Default judgments obtained by debt buyers are overwhelmingly 
concentrated in these communities, where thousands of New Yorkers are subject to 
wage garnishment and other types of judgment enforcement, such as frozen bank 


accounts. In other words, these practices strip lower income neighborhoods and 
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EXHIBIT 4 


UNDERSTANDING THE ROOT OF THE ORGANIZED FRAUD CRIMES: 


THE SCAM BY JUDICIAL IMPOSTURE DESIGN 


THE COURT CLERK ACTS AS A JUDICIAL IMPOSTURE WITH NO 
PENALTY AND CRIMINALLY SIGNS DEFAULT JUDGMENTS 
WITHOUT EVIDENCE. THIS IS A CRIMINAL JUDICIAL 
ADMINISTRATIVE LOOPHOLE THAT MENTORS, TRAINS, FOSTERS, 
AND ADVANCES, JUDICIAL IMPOSTURE AND JUDICIAL 
TRESPASSING AS A CRIMINAL METHOD OF OPERATION TO STEAL 
MONEY AND DESTROY TARGETED PEOPLE BY DESIGN! 


Insufficient Scrutiny of Applications for Default Judgments 

In Debt Weight, the Urban Justice Center found that debt buyers routinely obtained 
default judgments even though they almost always failed to submit the proof required 
by law.’”! Our study shows that these practices continue. In the Court Sample, debt 
buyers never provided an affidavit from someone with personal knowledge of the facts 
of the case, as is required under New York law.' Despite these glaring deficiencies in 
their applications, debt buyers regularly obtained default judgments. 


The problem is exacerbated by the Court’s practice of giving 


applications for default judgments to clerks instead of 


judges. Court clerks are often not lawyers, and they do not have the ability to assess 


whether the application meets minimum evidentiary standards. This practice results in 
large part from the overwhelming volume of debt collection lawsuits and the Court’s 


lack of sufficient resources to handle the increased caseload. Nevertheless, the lack 
of any meaningful review by someone with judicial training 
makes the process ripe for abuse. 
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EXHIBIT 5 
KEY RECOMMENDATIONS 


Immediate legislative and regulatory action is needed to end abusive debt collection 
lawsuits. Here are our key recommendations: 


Court clerks, rather than judges, routinely grant default judgments to debt buyers despite 
glaring legal deficiencies in their applications. Many people sued are pressured into unfair and 
unaffordable settlements that leave them in a worse position than if they had ignored the 
lawsuits. To ensure fundamental fairness, additional resources need to be provided to the 


courts so that judges can review default judgment applications and 


settlement agreements. 


Debt buyers routinely file frivolous lawsuits against low-income New Yorkers even ‘ough they 
have no evidence to prove the debts are owed. The New York State legislature should crack 
down on this unfair practice by enacting the Consumer Credit Fairness Act (CCFA), which 
would raise the bar on what information debt buyers have to submit to the court when filing 
lawsuits and applying for default judgments. 


Many people never receive notice of debt buyer lawsuits because process servers routinely 
engage in “sewer service” — failing to serve court papers and filing false affidavits of service 
with the courts. The New York City Council recently passed groundbreaking legislation 
intended to curb this unlawful practice. The New York City Department of Consumer Affairs 
(DCA) should implement strong regulations to carry out the new law and make enforcement of 
the new law an agency priority. 


The New York State Attorney General and the New York City DCA should continue to take 
aggressive action against the debt collection industry and use the findings of this report to 
initiate new investigations. The Federal Trade Commission (FTC) should continue to make 
debt collection an agency priority, with specific focus on the debt buying industry. 


INCREASE LEGAL REPRESENTATION AND RESOURCES FOR PEOPLE SUED BY DEBT 
BUYERS. 

Overall, only 1% of people sued by debt buyers in New York City are represented by counsel. 

The abusive practices described in this report have flourished because of the gross imbalance 

of power between represented debt buyers and unrepresented New Yorkers. New York City 

and State should correct this imbalance by supporting increased legal representation and 
resources for low-income people sued by debt buyers. 


REFERENCE: 
Debt Deception: How Debt Buyers Abuse the Legal System to Prey on Lower-Income New Yorkers 
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EXHIBIT 6 


A void Judgment is one which, from its inception, was a complete nulity and without legal effect, Lubben 
v. Selective Service System Local Bd. No. 27, 453 F.2d 645, 14 A.L.R. Fed. 298 (C.A. 1 Mass. (1972) 
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THE UNDERSIGNED, AN ATTORNEY-AT-LAW OF THE a oe OF NEW YORK 
AND COUNSEL TO THE ATTORNEY(S) OF RECORD FOR THE PLAINTIFF IN THE 
WITHIN ENTITLED ACTION AFFIRMS THAT THE FOLLOWING FACTS ARE TRUE 
UNDER THE PENALTY OF PERJURY. 


THAT SERVICE OF THE SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT HAS BEEN MADE UPON 
THE DEFENDANT(S) AS APPEARS BY THE AFFIDAVITS OF SERVICE 
HERETOFORE FILED HEREIN. 


THAT THE SAID DEFENDANT(S) HAVING FAILED TO ANSWER OR APPEAR 
HEREIN AND THE TIME TO DO SO HAVING EXPIRED, PLAINTIFF IS ENTITLED 


TO JUDGMENT BY DEFAULT. 


THAT THE 


NECESSARILY BE 


FILE NUMBER: CO705-0026652 


1. Lack of subject matter jurisdiction (CPLR § 3211(a)( 
2. Failure to state a cause of action (CPLR § 3211(a)(7)); and 
3. Failure to join a necessary party (CPLR § 3211(a)(10)). 
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Vv 190.23 - FALSE PERSONATION. 
PATRICIA L. MCCARTHY THE COURT CLERK IMPERSONATING A JUDGE BY SIGNING THIS 
ORGANIZED FRAUD STATEMENT FOR JUDGMENT AND CRIMINALLY DOING SO WITHOUT 
ANY EVIDENTIARY PROOF. 


NOW ON A MOTION OF ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF IT IS ADJUDGED THAT 
THE PLAINTIF 
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FILE NUMBER: Co705-o0026652 
PAGE 2 OF 2 


PATRICIA L. MCCARTHY COURT CLERK AND JUDICIAL IMPERSONATOR 


190.23 - False personation. 

190.25 - Criminal impersonation in the second degree. 
190.26 - Criminal impersonation in the first degree. 
190.40 - Criminal usury in the second degree. 

190.42 - Criminal usury in the first degree. 

190.45 — Creation/Possession of usurious loan records. 


SOR A NR 
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EXHIBIT 8 
THIS IS THE ECMC CONSPIRATORS NON CERTIFIED SUMMONS A VIOLATION OF THE COURT 
RULES 
4. Lack of subject matter jurisdiction (CPLR § 3211(a)( 
5. Failure to state a cause of action (CPLR § 3211(a)(7)); and 
6. Failure to join a necessary party (CPLR § 3211(a)(10)). 


CONSUME 
THE STATE OF NEW YORK 


m 


R EDUCATION | 


PoOoONZ| OH 
rzomm oc 
om vei CV 
> €< | 2a 
ZOPH<| 4M 
<ONNO! <= 
+ Zrmp 
SHWAl O 


PLAINTIFF(S) 
-AGAINST-—- 


MIRIAM SNYDER 
DEFENDANT(S) 


TO THE ABOVE NAMED DEFENDANT(S) 


YOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED TO ANSWER THE COMPLAINT ‘IN “THES# 


ACTION AND TO SERVE A COPY OF YOUR ANSWER ON PLAINTIFF(S) 
ATTORNEYS. IF THIS SUMMONS IS SERVED BY ITS DELIVERY TO YOU 
PERSONALLY WITHIN THE COUNTY SHOWN ABOVE, YOU MUST ANSWER WITHIN 
TWENTY DAYS AFTER SUCH SERVICE; OR IF THIS SUMMONS IS SERVED BY 
DELIVERY TO ANY PERSON OTHER THAN YOU PERSONALLY, OR IS SERVED 
OUTSIDE THE COUNTY SHOWN ABOVE, OR BY PUBLICATION, OR BY ANY MEANS 
OTHER THAN PERSONAL DELIVERY TO YOU WITHIN THE COUNTY SHOWN ABOVE, 
YOU ARE ALLOWED FORTY DAYS AFTER THE PROOF OF SERVICE THEREOF IS 
FILED WITH THE CLERK OF THIS COURT TO ANSWER. UPON YOUR FAILURE 
TO ANSWER, JUDGMENT WILL BE TAKEN AGAINST YOU FOR THE RELIEF 
DEMANDED IN THE COMPLAINT, TOGETHER WITH THE COSTS OF THIS ACTION. 
INTEREST FROM /{/2/ 2¢/97 


O OM+4><pPT 
T ANIZH<T 


FILE NUMBER: CoO705-0026652 
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EXHIBIT 9 


, AN ATTORNEY OR PARTY 


"BY SIGNING A PAPER 


TO THE BEST OF THAT PERSON 


A REQUIRES THAT 


1 


1 


CERTIFIES THAT 
BELIEF, FORMED AFTER AN INQUIRY REASONABLE UNDER THE CIRCUMSTANCE ) THE 


PRESENTATION OF THE PAPER OR THE CONTENTIONS THEREIN ARE NOT FRIVOLOUS AS 


22 NYCRR § 130 


» INFORMATION AND 


S KNOWLEDGE 


! 


b) 


DEFINED IN SUBSECTION 130-1.1(C)." 22 NYCRR § 130 -1.1(C) 


INDEX NO. 


¥ 
« 
fa) 
> 
C4 
Ww 
z 
ts 
° 
wi 
i 
< 
K 
7) 
w 
- 


VERIFIED COMPLAINT 


PLAINTIFF(S) 


DEFENDANT(S) 


STATEMENT 


BALANCE DUE: 


FEES AS PERMITTED BY LAW. 


PLUS ATTORNEYS’ 


rqood~ 


CO705-0026652 


FILE NUMBER: 
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EXHIBIT 10 


THIS IS ECMC’S CRIMINALLY CONSPIRED AND ENJOINED FALSE AND LEGALLY 
INADEQUATE AFFIDAVIT, A VIOLATION OF CPLR SECTIONS 3212, 3215, AND 4518 
BUSINESS RECORDS. ADDITIONALLY, THEIR CONSPIRATORIAL AFFIDAVITS 
OBSTRUCT THE EVIDENCE PROTECTIONS IN: FEDERAL RULES OF CIVIL 
PROCEDURE 56C AND FEDERAL RULES OF EVIDENCE RULE 106, 601, 602, 603, 803B5, 
AND THE AUTHENTICATION RULES IN FED.R.EVID. 901(A). 

NO PERSONAL KNOWLEDGE PURE ORGANIZED FRAUD 


OF Ir 

ROE ATTORNEY’S AFFIRMATION 
THE UNDERSIGNED, AN ATTORNEY DULY ADMITTED TO PRACTICE BEFORE THE 
COURTS OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK, AFFIRMS THE FOLLOWING UNDER 
PENALTIES OF PERJURY. 

1. I AM ASSOCIATED WITH THE FIRM OF HAYT, HAYT & LANDAU, 
ATTORNEYS FOR THE PLAINTIFF. 

2. I HAVE READ THE FOREGOING COMPLAINT AND KNOW THE 
CONTENTS THEREOF. 

3. TO MY KNOWLEDGE, THE CONTENTS OF THE COMPLAINT ARE TRUE 
EXCEPT TO THOSE MATTERS ALLEGED ON INFORMATION AND BELIEF, AND AS 
TO THESE MATTERS I BELIEVE THEM TO BE TRUE. 

4. THE GROUNDS OF MY BELIEF AS TO ALL MATTERS NOT STATED 


UPON MY KNOWLEDGE ARE REVIEW OF DOCUMENTS AND RECORDS IN 
POSSESSION OF PLAINTIFF, AND CONVERSATIONS AND COMMUNICATIONS 
WITH EMPLOYEES, AGENTS AND SERVANTS OF PLAINTIFF. 

5s. THE REASON I MAKE THIS AFFIRMATION INSTEAD OF PLAINTIFF 
IS THAT, PLAINTIFF IS NOT IN THE COUNTY IN WHICH ITS ATTORNEYS 
HAVE THEIR OFFICE, OR IN THE EVENT PLAINTIFF IS IN THE COUNTY IN 


WHICH ITS ATTORNEYS HAVE THEIR OFFICE, THAT I AM FULLY FAMILIAR 
WITH THE FACTS AND CIRCUMSTANCES HEREIN. 


FILE NUMBER: Co705-o0026652 


A. 18 U.S.C. §1030: (a)(4): Falsification of computer records 
B. 18 U.S.C. §872: Extortion under the color of law 


Cc. 18 U.S.C. §1341: Fraud 
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EXHIBIT 11 
ORGANIZED FRAUD CONSPIRACY AGAINST RIGHTS 
A. 18 U.S.C. §1030: (a)(4): Falsification of computer records 
B. 18 U.S.C. §872: Extortion under the color of law 


Cc. 18 U.S.C. §1341: Fraud 


@ HATIWIVAL LEVAL OUPPLT, ING, 
86 Bhoriden 


: ho i) Avenue, Albany, N.Y, 12210 
APPLICATION FOR INDEX NuMBER fie pe . 


PM a a 
Ce L&y 
[S.309/0 Ji” 


ARAN A: 
MIQNRCE ac. COUNTY CLERR 


Application foe INDEX NUMBER 
purmuant to CPLR 6018(a), 
PEB $100.00 


INDEX NUMBER 


Spécee below to be TYPED OR PRINTED by spplicant, 


DO NOT WAITE IN THIS SPACE 


TITLE OF ACTION OR PROCEEDING Fs 


NEW YORK STATE HIGHER EDUCATION SERVICES CORP. 


, 
reiam Sn \OER 


TYPR BELOW NAME AND ADDREOS OF ATTORNEY(8) FoR PLAINTIFF (9) 


HAYT HAYT AND LANDAU 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 


175 CROSSWAY PARK WEST 
WOODBURY NY 11797 


TYPE BELOW NAME AND ADDRROS OF ATTORNEY(8) ror DEFENDANT(S) 


INDEXED AND ENTERED 


CLOCK DATE! 
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EXHIBIT 12 . 
HYAT, HYAT AND LANDAU PATTERNED AND PRACTICED des aon 
AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE ORGANIZED FRAUD COMPLIMENTIN 


COUNTY OF Monroe COURT Supreme | Ln a ee 


New york State-:of c “ducation Plaintiff(2)/P itioner(s) °F Ale TALS 


service 
SERVICE 


Miriam Snyder Defendant(s)/Respondent(s) 


Srate or New York, Counry oF mcnroe 2 
Virginia Hink 4 being sworn, says: that deponent is not @ party 

Rochester,WNew y 

131 W. Broad Street »rochester +N Yaeponent served the 


to this action, is over 18 years of age and resides at 
That on Vet. 30 19989 a 11;24A M.. at 
within O summons OD «summons with notice 
siimmons and complaint O Other 
O pntice of petition and Petition O citation 
O suthpoena 0 summons and verified complaint 
en Miriam Snyder . 51 defendant (hereinafter 
© respondent called therein named 
0 witness the recipient) 
ImpiviowAL by delivering « true copy of each to said recipient personally; deponent knew the Persoh #0 served to be the person described 28 said 
recipient therein, 
conronation =a 
Persormlly, deponent knew sald 
Individual to be thereof 
by delivering thereat a true copy of each to Antoniette Caruso(des ated agent) @ person of sultable 
2g and discretion. Seid premises te recipient's C}-dctual plece of business O dwelling (usual place of abode) within the state. 
by affizing a true copy of each to the door of said premises, which te técipient’s () actual place of business €) dwelling house (nsusl place 


of abode within the state, Deponent was unable, with due diligence to find tecipient or 4 Pereon of suitable age and discretion, thereat, 
having called there 5 


corporation, by delivering thereat @ true copy of each to 
corporation so served to be thé corporation described In anid summons as ‘aid recipient and knew said 


ane, asd deposited paid wrapper 
United States Postal Servles withia Now York State, 


EJ 1 
© The mailing w: ) within one dey alter tach delivering to such auiteble person 


or such offixing 
Color Hair Approximate: Age Weight 


Desegirrion Sex 
RECIPIENT G Male &} White Skin © Black Hair O White Hale © 14.20 ¥ra. © Uhdbe 100 Lbs. 
LI UJ Female C1 Black Skin C Brown Hair =) Belding 0 21-88 ¥re, 0" 100.130 Lbs. 

O Yellow Skin = 1) Blond Hair O Mustache 1-96-50 ¥ra. anes OC 131.160 Lhe. 
O Brown Skin © Gray Hair 0 Beard 0 51.65 Yre. CO 161.200 Lbs. 
O Red Skin O Red Hair OF Clases OC Over 68 Yr. © Over 200 Lbs. 


Other identifying features: 


CO wat patd (tendered) to the tecipient 
CO was matted to tha witness with eubpoéna copy. 


I asked the person spoken to whether recipient was in active military service of the United Stites or of the State of New York in any 
capacity whatever and received @ negative reply, Recipient wore ordinary civilian clothes and ne military uniform. The source of my Informa- 
tion and the grounds of my belief are the conversations and o rvations above narrated, 

Upon information and belief E aver that the recipient is not i thé military service of New York State ot of the United States os that 


term Is defined in either the Stste or in the Federal statutes. / 
SWORN TO BEFORE ME ON: x@11-1_89 . = Sof 


wirness $ the authorizing travelling expenses and one days’ witness fee: 


Ww. N. rR 
PRINT AME BELOW SIGNATURE _ 


mktey 


Virg 
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EXHIBIT 13 


HYAT, HYAT AND LANDAU PATTERNED AND PRACTICED FALSIFIED 
AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE ORGANIZED FRAUD COMPLIMENTING THE PRIOR 


ACTS 
http://endorganizedcrimeuniverse.com/assets/download/HAYT__HAYT_AND LANDAU PFAU_NYS_LAW_SUIT_AGAINS 


T_DEBT_COLLECTORS_SEWER_SERVICE.pdf 


A. 18 U.S.C. §1030: (a)(4): Falsification of computer records 


THE STATE OF NEW YORK INDEX NO. 11555/89 


m 
10 
°o 
oo 


zn 
vuUP<rPIT m7 


EDUCATION 


POONZ! OH 
F2z0omm oc 
om wel CV 
bP =< 
ZOPH<| 4M 
<OMoOOl <= 
* Srm7 
EHNA O 
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~mMomp| OW 
4 wv om a 
ur>pya 


' 
i] 


Z<P <vOOUV 
@j0H 
zonom2a 


< Zan nN ZVI ZA 
a 


DPS 

OUNH 

Opan 

IAOH 

ma > 

HEHE 

4am 

mZEMp 
DMAHZO ZMS 
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3 
ENDANT(S) 


I, THE UNDERSIGNED ATTORNEY-AT-LAW DULY ADMITTED TO PRACTICE 
LAW IN THE STATE OF NEW YORK, AFFIRM UNDER PENALTIES OF PERJURY: 


FIRST: THAT I AM ASSOCIATED WITH HAYT, HAYT & LANDAU, 
ATTORNEYS FOR THE PLAINTIFF HEREIN. 


SECOND: THAT THIS ACTION IS AGAINST A NATURAL PERSON AND [IS 
BASED UPON NON-PAYMENT OF A CONTRACTURAL OBLIGATION. 


= THIRD: THAT I MAILED A COPY OF THE SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT TO 
THE DEFENDANT(S) IN THIS ACTION AS STATED BELOW BY DEPOSITING THE 
ENVELOPE IN AN OFFICIAL DEPOSITORY UNDER THE EXCLUSIVE CARE AND 
CUSTODY OF THE UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE WITHIN THE STATE OF 
NEW YORK. SAID MAIL WAS BY FIRST CLASS MAIL IN A POSTPAID 
ENVELOPE, PROPERLY ADDRESSED TO THE DEFENDANT AT THE DEFENDANT’S 
PRESENT RESIDENCE. THE ENVELOPE BORE THE LEGEND "PERSONAL AND 
CONFIDENTIAL" AND DID NOT INDICATE ON THE OUTSIDE THEREOF THAT THE 
COMMUNICATION WAS FROM AN ATTORNEY OR CONCERNED AN ALLEGED DEBT. 
THE AFOREMENTIONED MAILING WAS TO: 


SNYDER_ON 04/17/90 
Ss oon D 
1 


NED UNDELIVERABLE BY THE POSTAL SERVICE 
RABLE BY THE POSTAL SERVICE AND WAS 
rs 


MARTIN A. HEIMAN 


FILE NUMBER: CO705-0026652 
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EXHIBIT 14 


The details changed from time to time, some of the conspirators may not know each other, 
or the part played by others, but a member need not know all the details of the plan and 
operation, the conspirator must however, know the purpose of the conspiracy and agree to 
become a party to a plan to effectuate that purpose. Please see: Craig v. U.S. 81 F2d 816. 


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 


COUNTY OF MONROE 
INDEX NO: 11555/89 


NEW YORK STATE HIGHER EDUCATION SERVICES 
CORPORATION 


Plaintiff, CONSENT TOS 


CHANGE AT®ORNEY 
-against— — 5 
MIRIAM SNYDER 


20 WENDELL STREET, APT. 11B 
HEMPSTEAD, NY LLSSO 


Defendant(s), 


Counsel for NY State Higher Education Services Corporation be | 
substituted as attorney(s) of record for the undersigned party(ies) 

in the above entitled action in place and stead of the undersigned 
attorney(s) as of the date hereof. 


ZT 2S HERESY CONSENTED THAT EH. Jean Ghezzi, General 


Dated: Great Neck, -N.Y. 
June 8, 2000 


HAYT, HAYT & LANDAU 
Attorney for Plaintiff 


a : ae 
te OS 
Byt Joel D. Leiderman 


—< egg Ek 


= 


NY ae ee ED. SVCS. CORP. 


STATE OF NEW YORK ) 


) 
COUNTY OF ALBANY ) 


On the ~ Hah da Of, m5 — , 200@ before me, 
eet 


the undersigned, A Py personally appeared 

FIG Siep TZ Phx Re 4-« personally known to me or proved to me 
on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the individual(s) 
whose name(s) is (are) subscribed to the within instrument and 
KeARen 2.197 R te4, acknowledgea to me that he/she/they executed 
| the same in his/her/their capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their 
signature(s) on the instrument, the individual(s) or the person upon 
behalf of whiGheckhGongadividual (s) acted, executed the instrument. 


NOTARY PUBLIC, STATE OF NEW YORK 
QUALIFIED IN ALBANY COUNTY 

REG. NO. 01H04973456 = 

COMMISSION EXPIRES OCTOBER 22, 20. 7-7 


Fiie#:C0705-26652 
Soc. Sec.#:125—-52-1484 


Poa tere GE. 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
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EXHIBIT 15 


COURT RECEIPT FOR THE COURT OF THE CLERK JUDICIAL IMPOSTURE FILES. PLEASE 
NOTE THE FILES WERE CERTIFIED ON THE BACK OF THE PAGE BECAUSE THIS IS 
PRIORITIZED ORGANIZED FRAUD FROM THE COURTS 


Receipt# 989912 


ERYL DINOLFO 
SOUNTY CLERK 
OFFICE OF THE COUNTY CLERK 
39 WEST MAIN STREET 
ROCHESTER, NY 


2e: CERTIFIED COPY ISSUED 
Ds 


(cnt: Qty: 
COUNTY FEE 


This ECMC ongoing student loan conspiracy against rights and the theft of money crime 
scams were designed so ECMC or any other debt collector or lawyer could drop in, when 
the defraud judgment creation lawyers dropped out. The details changed from time to 
time, some of the conspirators may not know each other, or the part played by others, but 
a member need not know all the details of the plan and operation, the conspirator must 
however, know the purpose of the conspiracy and agree to become a party to a plan to 
effectuate that purpose. Please see: Craig v. U.S. 81 F2d 816. 
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EXHIBIT 16 


FORGED ECMC STUDENT LOAN PROMISSORY NOTE BANK ENDORSEMENT 
| AFFIRM UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY THAT, MIRIM SNYDER DID NOT SIGN, AUTHORIZE OR 
CONSENT TO THE BELOW PROMISSORY NOTE FORGED ENDORSEMENT 
BELOW IS NOT MIRIAM SNYDER’S ENDORSEMENT 
THE BELOW IS CRIMINAL FORGERY AND COLLUSION BETWEEN ECMC BOYLE AND VOLPE DESPERATE 
SECURITIZATION SCHEME TO DEFRAUD 


170.00 Forgery; definitions of terms. 


170.05 Forgery in the third degree. 


Article 175 - 
OFFENSES INVOLVING 
FALSE WRITTEN 


fe P AUDdUE Nt. LAND 


170.10 Forgery in the second degree. 


a /} NE J)\ +1045 i 
STATEMENTS 175.00 me Dbewene Woe Revendve Fiat eae Piathanisetiotd Boead Wissen Yard fae atte a ea ) 170.15 Forgery in the first degree. 
fo mh STATEMENT OF MEGMONMIRILT HES 
= «ee TOUR BTA 
Definitions of terms. Rene hontelp 1 esr bey casinos Hr Hy Ld cena SCH A CONNIE N, yor metab Hees 1) WAH vin twit 4170.20 Criminal possession of a 

. a Oleh tphfieveae ett CHUL Yeates te heme Rememrm eemtinntpne cr ek vai Letoben Fen unt, quote Hien lean ly ete Beeman egeeanstes couescty ae ties Fbecintes Fclhttoai 

175.05 - Falsifying / Opuartiinity Catt, Geipsyeterrneepetant & sdepcntocmn Henn analy ¢ananst Totten pthread on Sanam uate edo, PLacpeneutin He Htesteany 
/ and Oar POU AIS Avellaiie from your nelort 5 . . 
business records in the / H you daGld@ You Nowd a loa, € wary aeperlan! thal yen, (he borowes, anckersteret you Hult oat tora the fold forged instrument in the third 
(aroneonipe ipa to huth! your cree8t replation and give othor shatonte a ohms fer tate loi tran lola oe 
| 4,1 Neaved POAC AEE 1ifictess Qteerned sa col Meee comnesesernent atts cont dhe Hearst cof tiniest: 

second degree. 175.10 | 2 Funclaratarid tial | must ropart to the tencing institution (or the holder if ihe tnan as itanstetrect) or to NYSHEESK: any 4 degree. 


lotlowing Jn Welting, without exceptior: 

4. thy fail to anroll, laave schoo! for any reason or coase to bo matriculated; 

d, It.|}-a8 @ degree student teke less than six hours of credit per semester or if |. as a vocational student take loss} imi 4 

12 clock haurs.o! instruction per week or 15 clock hours of instruction per week at a school of beauty culture; HiZ0:25)Criminalljpossessionjof a 

c. 1f.41do Adtalténd the schoo! | have designated on my application or if | transfer to another school; 

d: if my name should change {tor exemple, because of marriage); 

@. I i change my addrass. 
ANY, INTEREST THAT MAY ACCRUE DUE TO MY FAILURE TO REPORT ANY OF THE ABOVE IS SOLELY M 
SPONSIBILITY AND MUST BE PAID PRIOR TO INITIATING A REPAYMENT OR DEFERMENT AGREEMENT, 
%. kunderstand thal my guaranteed loan fends must be used only for the educational costs listed on my eopicatony 
have-been'approved by my school counselor and that | may be prosecuted under the provisions of the United 
criminal Code If | Use these funds for any other purpose. q i i . 
4, | understand that if | fail to repay my toan as agreed under NYSHESC's reguiations, | face possible late charge| Complete written instrument 
Bt uderiioe Gootion II of the note} as well as possible legat action and a bad credit rating, 

unders! {hat my Jender or the holder and/or NYSHESC may contact my school at any time and obtain inform z 

concerning my scholastic status, my transfer to another school,.my current address or any other information relaty Means one which purports to 
my guaranteed student loan. 
6.1! understand that the school contract | execute is strictly between me and my school and in no way involves NYSHEY = = : 
my lender: be a genuine written instrument 
7. agree to observe and comply with all changes in the rules, regulations and procedures as promulgated from time to 
| under thé guaranteed student loan program. 2 
| Additionsl Information on'How Payments Are to be Made fully drawn with respect to 
1. Ifyou do not qualify for full Federal or State interest benefits while you are in school or in your grace period you mi ms 


- Falsifying business 
records in the first 
degree. 175.15 - 
Falsifying business 
records; defense. 
175.20 - Tampering 
with public records in 
the second degree. 
175.25 - Tampering 
with public records in 
the first degree. 


forged instrument in the second 


degree 


= H this interest directly lo NYSHESC. NYSHESC wil send you a bill every three months for the interest that is due. If y = 
175.30 Offering a to. make, these Interest payments, your entire loan may go into default. every essential feature thereof. 
false instrument for 2. Alter you:leave schoo! you must agree to 2 repayment schedule with your lender. This must be done belore the 
the six month grace period (See Section IV-1). The following table should give an idea of what the monthly payments An end orsem ent 
filing in the second Se can re ree a enperrerne OO NQMC Finance Charge 3 
. Minimum Total - (Annual ‘au 
= Amount . Monthly ot 'ercentage jo. o “ 
degree. 175.35 of Credit Paymont Payments Rate 9%) Mo.(Yrs.) | attestation, acknowledgment or 
. $1,000 $31.80 $1,144.80 $144,860 (3 
Offering a false 2,000 41.52 2,491.20 491.20 Pa 
. ore . 3,000 ~ 48.27 4,054.68 1,054.68 other 
instrument for filing in “4000 54.30 5653.60 1'859.60 
° 6,000 76.02 9,122.4C 3,122.40 
the first degree. 7,000 88.60 10,642.80 3,642.80 
3 ~ “gooo""* 114.03 13,683.60 4,683.60 
175.40 - Issuing a 49,000 126,70 15,204.00 5,204.00 
as | 12,000 152.04 18,244.80 6,244.80 
false certificate. | 18.000... 190,05 22,896.00 7,806.00 120 (10) VOLPE 
ts because of extenuat 


175.45 - Issuing a payment agreement so t 


. 7 ing payments for ap to a ya . 
false financial ispurcnesoa by neeescal Article 190 - 
defaulted loan, you will lose your rights for defermeits of yourtoan and paegeent tohaveshterest paid for you by RYSHESC 
statement. the Federa) Government during certain:deferment periods. on) 


sia irasremetaeere onan nee OTHER FRAUDS 
190.23 - False 
personation. 190.25 - 
Criminal impersonation 
in the second degree. 
190.26 - Criminal 
impersonation in the first 
degree 


Criminal usury in the 
second degree. 190.42 
- Criminal usury in the 
first degree. 190.45 - 
Possession of 
loan records. 
Unlawful collection 
practices. 190.55 - 
Making a false 
statement of credit 
terms. 190.60 - 


‘Mistant Vice Preaident 


NO NOTARY - REQUIRED FOR LEGAL ENDORSEMENT 
NO DATE OF ENDORSEMENT 
NO CORPORATE SEAL 
ROBO-STAMPED FORGED, UNAUTHORIZED SIGNATURE 
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EXHIBIT 17 
PATTERN AND PRATCTICE OF HAYT, HAYT AND LANDAU 
DOCUMENTED ORGANIZED FRAUD AND CONSPIRACY CRIMES 


http://endorganizedcrimeuniverse.com/assets/download/HAYT_HAYT_AND LANDAU PFAU NYS LAW SUIT AGAINST DEBT 
COLLECTORS SEWER _SERVICE.pdf 


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF ERIE 


- Wane nn--- +--+ -+-- +--+ ----+-------------------- — -----------X 


In the Matter of the petition of HONORABLE ANN 

PFAU, Chief Administrative Judge of the New York 

State Unified Court System, I 2009-8236 
Petitioner, Index No. 


-against- 


FORSTER & GARBUS; SHARINN & LIPSHIE, P.C.; VERIFIED PETITION 
KIRSCHENBAUN & PHILLIPS, P.C.; SOLOMON AND 

SOLOMON, P.C.; GOLDMAN & WARSHAW, P.C.; 

ELTMAN ELTMAN & COOPER; ERIC M. BERMAN, P.C.; 

STEPHEN EINSTEIN & ASSOCIATES, P.C.; FABIANO 

& ASSOCIATES, P.C.; JONES, JONES, LARKIN & O'CONNELL, LLP; 
PANTERIS & PANTERIS,, LLP; ZWICKER & ASSOCIATES P.C.; 
RELIN, GOLDSTEIN & CRANE LLP; WOODS OVIATT GILMAN LLP, 
LESCHACK & GRODENSKY, P.C.; HAYT, HAYT & LANDAU LLP; 
PRESSLER and PRESSLER, LLP; JAFFE & ASHER LLP; 

MULLEN & IANNARONE, P.C.; ARNOLD A. ARPINO & ASSOCIATES P 
HOUSLANGER & ASSOCIATES, PLLC; MANN BRACKEN, LLP; 
SMITH, CARROAD, LEVY & FINKEL; MCNAMEE, LOCHNER, 

TITUS & WILLIAMS, P.C.; THOMAS LAW OFFICE, PLLC; FLECK, 
FLECK & FLECK; WOLPOFF & ABRAMSON, LLP; 

ERIC W. OSTRAGER; COHEN & SLAMOWITZ, LLP ; 

CULLEN and DYKMAN LLP; WINSTON and WINSTON, P.C.; 
COOPER ERVING & SAVAGE LLP; ROBERT P. ROTHMAN, PC; 
GERALD D. DE SANTIS; GREATER NIAGARA HOLDINGS, LLC; 
RODNEY A. GIOVE; ADVANCED LITIGATION SERVICES, LLC; 

and JASON J. CAFARELLA; 


Respondents. 
Pee Rs Pe ER EG 


Petitioner, the Honorable Ann Pfau, alleges upon information and belief: 
' JURISDICTION AND PARTIES 
5 This is a special proceeding to vacate default judgments in all of the 


judicial districts of New York State, upon such terms as may be just, and for restitution where 
the underlying summons and complaint, or notice of petition or order to show cause and 


petition, were served by ZMOD Process Corp. DBA as American Legal Process (“American 


41 


EXHIBIT 18 
HAYT, HAYT AND LANDAU ORGANIZED FRAUD DOCUMENTED 


S 


Legal Process”). For purposes of this action, serving a summons and complaint, or a notice of 


petition or an order to show cause and a petition, is referred to as serving process. 


2. Petitioner brings this special proceeding pursuant to N.Y. Civil Practice 


Law and Rules (CPLR) § 5015(c) and (d). 

3. CPLR § 5015(c) provides: 

An administrative judge, upon a showing that default judgments 

were obtained by fraud, misrepresentation, illegality, 

unconscionability, lack of due service, violations of law, or other 

illegalities or where such default judgments were obtained in 

cases in which those defendants would be uniformly entitied to 

interpose a defense predicated upon but not limited to the 

foregoing defenses, and where such default judgments have been 

obtained in a number deemed sufficient by him to justify such 

action as set forth herein, and upon appropriate notice to counsel 

-for the respective parties, or to the parties themselves, may bring 

a proceeding to relieve a party or parties from them upon such 

terms as may be just. The disposition of any proceeding so 

instituted shall be determined by a judge other than the 

administrative judge. 

4. CPLR § 5015(d) provides: “Where a judgment or order is set aside or 
vacated, the court may direct and enforce restitution in like manner and subject to the same 
conditions as where a judgment is reversed or modified on appeal.” 

5. Petitioner is the Chief Administrative Judge for the New York State 
Unified Court System, appointed by the Chief Judge of the Court of Appeals pursuant to Article 
6, § 28(a) of the New York State Constitution and Judiciary Law § 210(3) to supervise on 
behalf of the Chief Judge the administration and operation of the Unified Court-System. Article 
6, § 28(b) and Judiciary Law § 210(3). Chief Administrative Judge Pfau possesses the 
authority to do all things necessary and convenient to carry out her functions, powers and 
duties, and both designates the administrative judges for any and all of the courts of the Unified 
Court System, and delegates to those administrative judges administrative functions, powers 

_ and duties possessed by her which she, in her sole discretion, deems appropriate. 


6. Respondents, except as noted below, are Jaw firms and lawyers who 
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EXHIBIT 19 (8 PAGES) 


2012 NY Slip Op 50008 
Midland Funding LLC d/b/a in New York 
as Midland Funding of Delaware LLC, Plaintiff, 
v. 
Dianne Wallace, Defendant. 
1788-08 

City Court of Mt. Vernon 

Decided on January 5, 2012 


Pillsbury Winthrop Shaw Pittman, 
LLP Counsel for Midland Funding LLC 
& Rubin & Rothman, LLC 
Dianne Wallace 
Defendant Pro Se 
The Lawyers' Fund For Client Protection 
Mark A. Gross, J. 


By Decision and Order dated September 6, 2010, this Court ordered a hearing to 
determine whether sanctions would be imposed upon plaintiff and/or plaintiff's attorneys 
for filing a frivolous debt collection lawsuit. 


On or about June 18, 2010 plaintiff moved ex parte to vacate a default judgment entered 
in favor of plaintiff and against defendant on June 17, 2008 and to discontinue the 


action. 


Plaintiff and plaintiff's attorney were directed to appear before this Court on October 5, 
2010 at 1:30 p.m. for a hearing to determine whether 
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Specifically, 


. The Court further directed that 
plaintiff and/or its attorneys provide the Court with a sufficient explanation as to why the 
default judgment was entered in error and why there was a two year delay in seeking 
vacatur of said erroneous default judgment. 


The hearing was adjourned several times and finally was held on January 10, 2011. 
Contrary to the assertions in plaintiff's motion, at the hearing, plaintiff's counsel 
informed the Court that it had mistakenly sought to vacate the default judgment entered 
due to an error by one of plaintiff's counsel's associates. Plaintiff had instructed counsel 
to vacate a judgment on another file counsel handled for plaintiff, however, counsel's 
office inadvertently transposed one file digit which led to the mistaken motion to vacate 
the judgment in the instant matter. Plaintiff's counsel contends that plaintiff had a valid 
judgment against Dianne Wallace, the defendant herein. 


In support of their contention that plaintiff's judgment against Ms. Wallace is valid, 
plaintiff's counsel produced an Assignment of Accounts from Jefferson Capital Systems, 
LLC to Midland Funding LLC dated February 10, 2006 which references two other 
agreements which were not produced. Plaintiff's counsel also submitted a sworn statement 
of Andrew Carlson, the Manager of Portfolio Sales for Jefferson Capital Systems, LLC. 


In his statement, Mr. Carlson swears that CompuCredit Corporation is the parent 
corporation of Jefferson Capital Systems, LLC and that CompuCredit Corporation acquired 
certain credit card accounts issued by Columbus Bank and Trust Company. Mr. Carlson 
further swears that after the accounts are charged off by CompuCredit the accounts are 
transferred and assigned to Jefferson Capital Systems, LLC. Mr. Carlson also affirms 
that Jefferson Capital Systems, LLC subsequently sold many of the accounts it had 
acquired to Midland Funding, LLC which sale was consummated by an Assignment of 
Accounts. 


It is further sworn that the accounts associated with the Columbus Bank and Trust 
Company accounts are identified as being in bin 410636 and that all information regarding 
those credit card accounts was transmitted electronically to the account purchasers. Ms. 
Danielle Wohlfehrt, a legal outsourcing manager for Midland Credit Managing, the servicing 
agent for plaintiff, testified at the hearing that based upon her experience in the 
consumer debt industry, a credit card account in the name of Dianne Wallace was included 
in the account bin referenced in Mr. Carlson's affirmation. 
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The Court notes that only one actual assignment of plaintiff's account was submitted to 
the Court in support of plaintiff's counsel's contention that plaintiff's judgment against 
Ms. Wallace was valid, that being the assignment from Jefferson Capital Systems, LLC to 
Midland Funding LLC 


See, Palisades Collection, LLC v. Gonzalez, 10 Misc 3d 1058A (Civ. 
Ct. NYC 2005); Citibank v. Martin, 11 Misc 3d 219 (Civ. Ct. NYC 2005). 


Moreover, the Court finds Ms. Wohlfehrt's testimony to be inconsequential to plaintiff's 
contention that it had a prima facie case against the defendant. First, Ms. Wohlfehrt 
acknowledged that she had no personal knowledge of the assignment of the alleged debt 
between any of the parties. Rather, Ms. Wohlfehrt's testimony relied solely upon the 
documents that were provided after the alleged assignment took place. Second, Ms. 
Wohlfehrt's testimony regarding the electronically transferred documents highlights the 
fact that there is no actual proof that defendant's account was actually assigned. 
According to Ms. Wohlfehrt's testimony, the assignment of accounts refers to a series of 
credit card accounts grouped together by the first seven digits of the account numbers 
referred to as the bin number. 


In fact, Ms. Wohlfehrt acknowledged that she does not know if all of the accounts issued 
by Columbus Bank and Trust having the same bin number were part of the assignment. As 
such, there is no admissible proof specifically establishing that defendant's credit card 
account was one of the accounts assigned.The Court also notes that Ms. Wohlfehrt's 
testimony is itself contradictory in that she testified that the bin number was the first 
seven digits of the credit card account numbers yet the documents submitted by 
plaintiff's counsel as evidence of the assignment only show a bin number that is six digits, 
not seven. Nothing in Ms. Wohlfehrt's testimony establishes plaintiff's chain of 
assignment of defendant's alleged debt and therefore, plaintiff's counsel did not have a 
prima facie case against defendant. 


It is plaintiff's counsel's contention that plaintiff need not be able to establish a prima 
facie case before issuing a summons and complaint. Rather, counsel contends that the 
rules requiring certification of a summons and complaint require only that plaintiff have a 
basis in law and fact before commencing an action and need not have the requisite proof 
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to establish a prima facie case prior to commencing an action. Counsel further contends 
that they fulfilled the requirements of CPLR § 3215 in obtaining the default judgment. 


They further argue that although plaintiff had never actually obtained an assignment from 
the original creditor at the time they filed suit and obtained the default judgment the 


"rules" did not require a full chain of assignment at the time the debt was acquired. 


The Court finds that under the circumstances presented here, 


inquiry reasonable under the circumstances, (1) the presentation of the paper or the 
contentions therein are not frivolous as defined in subsection 130-1.1(c)." 22 NYCRR § 
130 -1.1(c) defines conduct as frivolous if: 


(1) it is completely without merit in law and cannot be supported by a reasonable 
argument for an extension, modification or reversal of existing law; (2) it is undertaken 
primarily to delay or prolong the resolution of the litigation, or to harass or maliciously 
injure another; or (3) it asserts material factual statements that are false." 


Under 22 NYCRR § 130 -1.1-a a proper certification of a complaint can only be made 
after an inquiry reasonable under the circumstances establishes that the claim asserted in 
the complaint has merit in law and asserts truthful factual allegations. Plaintiff's counsel 
should have known what documentary proof was required for a meritorious lawsuit under 
New York law and knew that they did not have the required proof in the instant case when 
they filed suit. In order for any inquiry by counsel into the merits of the instant matter 
to be reasonable counsel had an obligation to obtain the required documentation 
substantiating a prima facie case, including proof of the entire chain of assignment(s) of 
the alleged debt, prior to filing the instant action. 


As such, since plaintiff's counsel failed 


In addition, counsel has a continuing duty to assess the legal and factual basis of a claim 
in order to avoid imposition of sanctions under Part 130 of the Rules of the Chief 
Administrator of the Courts. See Worldwide Asset Purchasing, L.L.C. v. Akrofi, 884 
N.Y.S.2d 631 (Ithaca City Ct. 2009). In the case at bar, counsel was presented with 
multiple opportunities to re-evaluate the claim both when it applied for a default judgment 
against defendant and after it mistakenly sought vacatur of the default judgment, 
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especially in light of the fact that it was ordered by the Court to produce documentary 
proof of the alleged claim, including the entire chain of assignment of the debt. Ignoring 
their obligations, plaintiff's counsel merely produced the one assignment from Jefferson 
Capital Systems, LLC to its client and an affidavit containing hearsay allegations regarding 
the remaining assignments, including the one from the original creditor. 


The Court finds that plaintiff's counsel's failure to produce the directed documentary 
proof is even more egregious given plaintiff's assertion at the very outset of hearing that 
the judgment herein was valid (despite plaintiff's prior request to vacate the same) and 
further given the fact that the hearing was adjourned from its originally scheduled date 
at counsel's request and then was further adjourned in mid-hearing for one more month to 
allow counsel yet another opportunity to obtain the necessary documentary proof. The 
apparent lack of a factual basis for the claim renders plaintiff's counsel's conduct in 
commencing this action without having proof of its merit frivolous within the meaning of 22 
NYCRR § 130 -1.1(c). 


Moreover, the Court takes issue with plaintiff's counsel's contention that they fulfilled 
the requirements of CPLR § 3215 in obtaining the default judgment. CPLR § 3215 requires 
submission of an affidavit of merit setting forth the factual proof constituting the claim 
made by the party in support of such party's application for a default judgment. In the 
case at bar, the Court does not consider the affidavit submitted by plaintiff with its 
default judgment application to be an affidavit satisfying the requirements under CPLR § 
3215. First, the affidavit is by a non-titled employee of plaintiff's servicing agent and as 
such is not a affidavit made by the party as required under CPLR § 3215. See HSBC Bank 
v. Betts, 67 AD3d 735 (2nd Dept. 2009). 


Second, the allegations asserted in the affidavit are not made by an individual with first 
hand knowledge of the facts. Although the affidavit is carefully drafted to appear as if 
the affirmant has actual knowledge of the underlying facts, in fact, the allegations are 
based upon hearsay. At one point the affirmant actually asserts "[u]pon information and 
belief, defendant(s) used or authorized the use of credit card account to obtain loans 
from the original credit grantor ...." Clearly, the affirmant had no first hand knowledge 
of the facts constituting the claim as required under CPLR § 3215. 


For an assignee plaintiff to have the first hand knowledge necessary for a statutorily 
proper affidavit of merit as required by CPLR § 3215 such party must have obtained the 
entire chain of assignment(s) and the underlying documentary proof. Counsel's contention 
at the hearing that the "rules" had changed since the time plaintiff was assigned 
defendant's alleged debt is not just incorrect, its absurd. The rules have always required 
a plaintiff to have first hand knowledge of the facts constituting the claim when seeking 
to obtain a default judgment against a defendant. 
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The fact that the New York City courts had to explicitly delineate how to satisfy the 
statutory prerequisite under CPLR § 3215 for assignee plaintiff's in consumer debt cases 
because of the abusive conduct of counsel for assignee creditors' does not mean that the 
rules have changed. Rather, it means that assignee plaintiff's and their counsel were 
improperly seeking default judgments in consumer cases where they did not have the 
requisite proof of facts constituting the claim and so the courts felt the need to direct 
counsel regarding the proper statutory pre-requisites for a default judgment in a consumer 
debt action. 


See January 10, 
2011 Hearing Transcript, pg. 16, line 14. Clearly, plaintiff's counsel knows that under 
New York law, a full chain of assignment in addition to documentary proof of the contract 
and debt is required in order to prove a prima facie case in a consumer debt action where 
the plaintiff is an assignee of the original creditor. See, Citibank v. Martin, 11 Misc 3d 
219 (Civ. Ct. NYC 2005); Palisades Collection, LLC v. Gonzalez, 10 Misc 3d 1058A (Civ. 
Ct. NYC 2005); DNS Equity Group, Inc. Lavalle, 26 Misc 3d 1228A (Dist. Ct. Nassau Cty. 
2010). 


. The sentiment 
behind counsel's statement renders the intent behind both the certification requirement 
under 22 NYCRR § 130 -1.1-a and the affidavit of merit requirement under CPLR § 3215 
utterly meaningless. 


Then plaintiff's counsel made 
an ex-parte application to vacate the default judgment two years later on the grounds 
that it was entered in error without providing a further explanation. 

The Court ordered a hearing to determine if plaintiff's counsel should be sanctioned for 
frivolous conduct for entering a default judgment in error and failing to vacate the default 
judgment in a timely fashion. 
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After multiple adjournments for over three months, plaintiff's counsel appeared at the 
hearing and asserted that its ex-parte application to vacate the default judgment had 
been made in error and that the judgment entered herein against the defendant was, in 
fact, a valid judgment. However, notwithstanding plaintiff's assertion that the judgment 
against the defendant was a valid judgment, plaintiff's counsel did not and could not 
provide any proof to substantiate its blatantly bald assertion. 


The Court even granted plaintiff's counsel a further continuance of the hearing to give 
counsel an additional month to obtain the proof required to substantiate its claim and 
plaintiff's counsel still failed to provide the requisite proof. 


The Court further notes that contrary to plaintiff's counsel's assertion, consumer debt 
actions are not akin to negligence actions where extensive discovery may need to be had 
before a plaintiff can prove a prima facie case. Rather, consumer debt actions are 
primarily document driven and thus, in general, a plaintiff can establish a prima facie case 
without any discovery whatsoever. 


In the instant matter, plaintiff's counsel commenced an action 


The conduct of plaintiff's counsel not only improperly denied defendant the due process of 
law but is egregious, dishonest and unprofessional and holds the courts and the entire legal 
profession up for public scorn and ridicule. Such conduct shall not be countenanced by the 
Court. 


Based upon all the foregoing, 
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Based thereon the Court hereby imposes a monetary sanction against Rubin & Rothman, 


LLC in the sum of $7,500.00 which is to be paid by Rubin & Rothman, LLC to the Lawyer's 
Fund for Client Protection no later than February 29, 2012. Proof of compliance with this 
Decision and Order shall be filed with the Clerk of this Court by that same date. 

This constitutes the Decision and Order of the Court. 

Dated: January 5, 2012 

Mount Vernon, New York 


HON. MARK A. GROSS 
City Judge of Mount Vernon 
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EXHIBIT 20 


ECMC 


October 22, 2013 


Miriam Snyder 
3230 Cruger Ave #6B 
Bronx, NY 10467 


RE: Student Loans 
ACCOUNT/LOAN 747004 / 01-11 
BALANCE: $43,651.03 


Dear Miriam Snyder: 


This is in response to your letter dated September 28, 2013, regarding your defaulted 
student loans guaranteed.by Educational Credit Management Corporation (ECMC). 


In your letter, you advised the collection agency, working on behalf of ECMC, to cease 
and desist all attempts to collect this debt. As a result, ECMC has recalled your loans 
from Pioneer Credit Recovery. 


ECMC, as your student loan guarantor, is now seeking to collect on this debt, and 
student loan guarantors are not subject to the Fair Debt Collection Practices Act 
(FDCPA). See Pelfrey v. Educ. Credit Mgmt. Corp. (In re Pelfrey), 208 F.3d 945 (11 
Cir. 2000); Montgomery v. Educ. Credit Mgmt. Corp., 238 B.R. 806 (D. Minn.1999); 
Davis v. United Student Aid Funds, Inc., 45 F.Supp.2d 1104 (D. Kan. 1998); Kirk v. 
Edfund, 2007 WL 2226046 (W.D. Mo. 2007); Virgen v Sallie Mae, 2007 WL 1521553 
(E.D. Cal. 2007); Seals v. Nat’! Student Loan Program, 2004 WL 3314948 (N.D. W.Va. 
2004), aff’d, 124 Fed. App’x 182 (4" Cir. 2005). 


You continue to dispute your student loan debt. 
Enclosed is a copy of the correspondence ECMC originally sent to you on December 18, 


2012. It is ECMC’s position your concerns have already received a complete and 
accurate response from our office. 


BE ADVISED, ECMC HAS ALREADY RESPONDED TO THIS ISSUE NUMEROUS TIMES. 
ECMC WILL NO LONGER ADDRESS THIS SAME ISSUE. 


You must contact our Collection Department toll-free at 800.367.1589 to discuss the 
repayment of your debt. 


EDUCATIONAL CREDIT MANAGEMENT CORPORATION 
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THE UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


CRIMINAL DIVISION 
Casio diedas beets sGasuasnduagaeccuudbedeassuedabseaeeaneectassoeade X 
MIRIAM SNYDER, 
CONSUMER AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT 
CRIMINAL COMPLAINT 
AND DEMAND FOR SANCTIONS 
-V- 


JANICE HINES, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS PRESIDENT AND CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER OF 
EDUCATIONAL CREDIT MANAGEMENT CORPORATION, RICHARD BOYLE, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND AS DIRECTOR OF EDUCATIONAL CREDIT MANAGEMENT CORPORATION AND 
EDUCATIONAL CREDIT MANAGEMENT CORPORATION (ECMO), 


FICTITIOUS PAYEES 


Miriam Snyder victim of Educational Credit Management Corporation grand larceny 
conspiracies and continuing offenses/crimes, duly sworn deposes and says: 


I. I, Miriam Snyder write this criminal report based on personal knowledge. I am 
seeking an end to the attached egregious crimes inflicted on me by a junk debt 
buyer company titled Educational Credit Management Corporation. 


II. I submit this affidavit in support of the attached ECMC Criminal Complaint for 
Administrative Sanctions and Penalties. 


III. I attest to the facts in the Criminal Complaint and Demand for sanction’s and 
penalties to deter these crimes. I further attest to the veracity in every statement 
and exhibit attached to this criminal complaint. 


IV. Iattest to the fact that the statements in the criminal complaint and demand for 
Sanctions are true, accurate and correct. 


V. Lattest to the fact that the ECMC conspirators have submitted organized fraud 
alleged court papers to steal from Miriam Snyder. They are using fictional court 


papers that stem from a complaint with no verification in opposition to: 
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¥Y 22 NYCRR § 130 -1.1-a requires that "by signing a paper, an attorney or party 
certifies that, to the best of that person's knowledge, information and belief, formed 
after an inquiry reasonable under the circumstances, (1) the presentation of the 
paper or the contentions therein are not frivolous as defined in subsection 130- 
1.1(c)." 22 NYCRR § 130 -1.1(c) defines conduct as frivolous if: (1) it is completely 
without merit in law and cannot be by a reasonable argument for an extension, 
modification or reversal of existing law ... Or, (3) it asserts material factual 
statements that are false." 


Y Under 22 NYCRR § 130 -1.1-a a proper certification of a complaint can only be 
made after an inquiry reasonable under the circumstances establishes that the 
claim asserted in the complaint has merit in law and asserts truthful factual 
allegations. 


VI. Educational Credit Management Corporation Criminal Conspiracies and 
Continuing Offenses Collection Tactics include enjoining in an endless criminal 
judgment creation scheme to defraud already in progress conspiracy. ECMC 
joined in where the Hyat, Hyat and Landau conspirators dropped out via using 
criminal heavy-handed grand theft and extortion tactics to enforce the fraud 
Hyat, Hyat and Landau criminal conspirators had initiated and abandoned. 


VII. ECMC Enjoined in organized fraud the minute they pursued and enforced their 
unauthenticated and forged documents. Please see exhibits 1-20. ECMC joined in 
after the first Conspirators Hyat, Hyat and Landau filed a frivolous lawsuit 
without having or being able to produce any proof. This fraud effectuated a non- 
authenticated STATEMENT FOR JUDGEMENT FICTION. 


VII. ECMC dropped in Hyat. Hyat and Landau conspiracy against rights under the 
disguise of default judgment enforcer. ECMC advanced the CONSPIRACIES 
AND CONTINUING OFFENSES by filing the frivolous and fictional court 
papers without checking authentication and got money for such organized fraud. 
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IX. Hyat, Hyat and Landau were the initial criminal conspirators who sought default 
judgment on the basis of a non-certified complaint, coupled with false and legally 
inadequate affidavits, a violation of CPLR Sections 3212, 3215, and 4518 Business 
Records. Additionally, their conspiratorial affidavits obstruct the evidence 
protections in: Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 56c and Federal Rules of 
Evidence Rule 106, 601, 602, 603, 803b5, and the authentication rules in 
Fed.R.Evid. 901(a). 


X.  Hyat, Hyat, and Landau the first criminal conspirators hired and used known 
process serving agencies that routinely fail to serve people. Please see evidence of 


such here: 
http://www.endorganizedcrimeuniverse.com/assets/download/HAYT HAYT AND LANDAU 


PFAU_NYS_LAW_SUIT_AGAINST_DEBT_COLLECTORS_SEWER_SERVICE.pdf 


XI. Iwas not served any summons and complaint in this matter. I found out about 
this fraud through a criminal fictional income execution that stole my money. A 
Default judgment was criminally created and sought after via organized fraud. 
The first conspirators Hyat, Hyat and Landau, just like ECMC has no standing 
to collect or sue as they do not own nor had or have a contract with Miriam 
Snyder. 


XII. The major conspirator set in place is the court clerk impersonating a judge by 
signing default judgments, better yet, criminally signing and rendering criminal 
STATEMENT FOR JUDGMENTS that are being criminally used as actual 
judgments signed by a judge, when they are not signed by a judge by design. This 
is where the conspiracies and continuing offenses, criminally begin by the court 
clerk impersonating a judge and maliciously not checking the debt buyers’ 
evidence. A separate criminal complaint will be written detailing and addressing 
the court clerk impersonating a judge crimes under the lawless leadership of a 
NYS Chief judicial impersonator and trespasser. 


XIII. I have no record, or competent evidence of any application or 
Business agreement signed and agreed upon by ECMC and Miriam Snyder. 
XIV. I am not in receipt of any document which verifies that ECMC has or has had any 
permission, consent, or permissible purpose to steal my money. 
XV. Iam not in receipt of an ECMC joinder, agreement, assignment, novation 
contract and or any contract. 
XVI. The ECMC criminals have not proven with certified documentation (contract or 


written agreement) establishing any business relationship with Miriam Snyder. 
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XVII.I have no record, knowledge or belief that an ECMC, contract or “agreement”, 


exist between ECMC, Hayt, Hyat and Landau and Miriam Snyder, nor has there 


been any evidence of such presented to me. 


XVII. ECMC has not proffered any evidence to support their claim for stealing my 


XIX. 


XX. 


XXI. 


money and or advancing this documented organized fraud, particularly without 


contract or agreement established. This is fatally obstructive. 


The ECMC criminals have failed to establish a permissible and an independent 
basis for stealing over $1,800.00 from Miriam Snyder and sanctions are needed to 
stop them from stealing the premeditated over $50,000.00 documented in their 


organized fraud court fiction papers. 


In plain English, the ECMC conspirators have failed to produce any evidence that 
is a permissible purpose for stealing Miriam Snyder’s money and therefore have 


no right to continue to do so without sanctions and penalty. 


ECMC’s unsigned extortion letters, the extortion in itself, and the organized court 
fraud documents are defective and devoid of foundation and relevant facts and 
are terroristic. There is no statute of limitations for federal crimes for federal 


crimes of terrorism, such as this. 


XXII.The ECMC conspirators have failed to execute the reasonable standard of care a 


person trained in debt buying and collection would have executed. 


XXIII. Isubmit this Demand for Sanctions and penalties to stop ECMC’s ongoing 


conspiracy against rights embedded in the theft of my money, their malice, 
baseless, harassing, vexatious and malicious filings from its inception. 
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XXIV. I object to the authenticity and validity of each and every one of ECMC’s 


organized fraud court documents used to steal my money. 


XXV. I attest under penalty of perjury that the organized fraud exhibits attached were 
received from ECMC and the courts exemplifying organized fraud in stealing my 


money and mail fraud. 


XXVI. Miriam Snyder has first-hand knowledge as to the nature of the documents 
and their authenticity. ECMC sent Miriam Snyder forged Promissory note 


documents in addition to their unsigned extortion letters. 


XXVII. In particular I object to the use of a non-certified complaint and a nonexistent 
judgment to steal my money and I object to the validity of all ECMC fdocuments 
used to steal my money. 

XXVIII. I attest under penalty of perjury that ECMC has no business relations with 
me and had and has no right to my money. I further attest that the ECMC criminals 
are negligently and maliciously using the student loan forum to wilfully and 
maliciously invoke deceit and theft as illustrated in their inability to produce a 
contract, refusal to sign their very own letters, and the organized fraud court 


documents they are using to steal my money. 


XXIX. I, Miriam Snyder declare under penalty of perjury that the following fees, 
costs and expenses for which reimbursement is sought are directly related to the 


volatile obstructive practices and crimes ECMC has inflicted on me. 


1. Sanction fees: Costs for research, time, consultations, copies, and 
administrative costs: $10, 00.00. 

2. ECMC’s criminal conduct violated the several laws in the criminal complaint 
and exhibits attached. Actual Damage, Indignation, Pain, Suffering, 


Embarrassment, Humiliation, etc... $175,000.00 
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. Statutory damages pursuant to 15 U.S.C. § 1692k(a)(2)(A); 
. Statutory and actual damages, trebled, pursuant to Article 25 § 380-0 and NY 
GBL § 349; $300, 000.00 
6. 18 U.S. Code § 2520 - Recovery of civil damages authorized 
7. Relief From A Judgment Or Order 


a 
On the 6 day of he vy 2014, I, Miriam Snyder, hereby affirm that the above 
statements in this Affidavit and the attached Complaint for Sanctions with Exhibits, are 
true, correct and summarize the ongoing conspiracy against rights crimes inflicted on me 
by the Defendants via their criminal defective organized fraud documents. 


I hereby further affirm that the basis of these statements is my own direct knowledge, 
experience, and historical facts involved. This notarized affidavit with my signature 
verifies the truth inmy sworn statements. All of my statements are true and correct. I 
have attached _/ es , exhibits to this affidavit and criminal complaint. I do not owe ECMC 
or any of their co-conspirators any money whatsoever. 


I, Miriam Snyder declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of 
America that the attached Criminal Complaint against the ECMC Defendants as well as 
the exhibits, and this affidavit, are true and correct. /am resubmitting this page as the 
March 11, 2014 affidavit was sabotage 


Made pursuant to the Constitution for the United States of America all laws in pursuance 
thereof and Title 28 USCA Section 1746 


STATE OF NEW YORK 


* | oom A ss. 
COUNTY OF Ot ) 


On this /S_ day of 7% 
the State of New York, pé¢fsonally appeared before me Miriam Snyder and acknowledged 
to me that she executed the above as her free and voluntary act. 

Given 


oa 


Notary Public 


My commission expires: 


o/ 


THE UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


CRIMINAL DIVISION 
Boe ceeeG ee senet eens te cu as eabeeoeeed aateeaaseaeescnaeneeeeeeeee X 
MIRIAM SNYDER, 
CONSUMER CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
CRIMINAL COMPLAINT 
AND DEMAND FOR SANCTIONS 
-V- 


JANICE HINES, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS PRESIDENT AND CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER OF 
EDUCATIONAL CREDIT MANAGEMENT CORPORATION, RICHARD BOYLE, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND AS DIRECTOR OF EDUCATIONAL CREDIT MANAGEMENT CORPORATION AND 
EDUCATIONAL CREDIT MANAGEMENT CORPORATION (ECMO), 


FICTITIOUS PAYEES 


I, Miriam Snyder, hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing Criminal Complaint for 
ECMC Sanctions and Penalties, Exhibits and Affidavit in Support of ECMC Sanctions and Penalties 
were emailed according to the below and mailed via U.S. Post Mail to the specific parties listed below on 
the 12th day of March, 2014 to the following addresses: 


US MAIL 3/12/14 

Eric Holder, US Attorney General 
US Department of Justice 

950 Pennsylvania Avenue, 

NW Civil Rights Division 
Criminal Section — PHB 
Washington, DC 20530 


US MAIL 312/14 


Andrew Cuomo, NYS Governor, http://www.governor ny.gov/contact/GovernorContactForm.php 
Elder Abuse Unit 

State of New York, State Capitol 

Albany, NY 12224 
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US MAIL 3/12/14 


NYC FBI, E-mail: ny1 @ic.fbi.gov 

FBI Victim Assistance, 

26 Federal Plaza, 23rd Floor New York, NY 10278-0004 
Phone: (212) 384-1000 AND Fax: (212) 384-4073 / 4074 


FAXED AND OR EMAILED ACCORDINGLY: 


US Department of Justice 

950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Civil Rights Division 

Section — 1425 NYAV 
Washington, D.C. 20530 

Fax: (202) 307-1197 


education @usdoj.gov 


US. Department of Justice 

Civil Rights Division 

950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Educational Opportunities Section, PHB 
Washington, D.C. 20530 


AskDOJ@usdoj.gov 
mary.e.cahill@usdoj.gov 


Bureau of Consumer Protection, 
COMPLAINT@FTC.GOV___whistleblower@cfpb.gov. 
Federal Trade Commission 

600 Pennsylvania Avenue, 

NW Washington, DC 20580 (202) 326-2222 


FAXED AND EMAILED: https://democrats-oversight.house.gov/tipline 
Committee on Oversight and Government Reform, 

2157 Rayburn House Office Building, 

Washington, DC 20515 

Phone: (202) 225-5074 Fax: (202) 225-3974 


Faxed To: 718 325 8351 

Social Security Administration 
3247 Laconia Avenue 

Bronx, NY 10469 
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US Congressman Schumer, senator @schumer.senate.gov 
780 Third Avenue Suite 2301 

New York, NY 10017 

Phone: 212-486-4430 

Fax: 212-486-7693 


Congressman Eliot Engle, Congressman_Engel@housemail.house.gov 
3655 Johnson Avenue Bronx, 


NY 10463 Phone 
(718) 796-9700 Fax: (718)796-5134 


FAXED TO: 410 962 4910 
Department of the Treasury 
Financial Management Service 
P.O. Box 1686 

Birmingham, Alabama 35201-1686 


US Dept. of Education, OCR@ed.gov 
Federal Offset 

PO Box 16288 

St Paul, MN 55116 


Cathleen Tighe, oig.hotline@ed.gov 
Inspector General 

US Department of Education 
Office of Inspector General 

400 Maryland Ave SW 
Washington Dc 20202-1500 

Fax 202 245 7047 


Respectfully, 
aw, di Wow = 


YN 


Miriam Snyder, Pro Se Plaintiff 
3230 Cruger Avenue 6B 
Bronx, NY 10467 
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Date / Time 
Mar 10/14 09:10 AM 
Mar 10/14 09:10 AM 
Mar 11/14 11:45 PM 
Mar 12/14 12:11 AM 
Mar 12/14 12:08 AM 
Mar 11/14 11:46 PM 
Mar 11/14 11:16 PM 
Mar 12/14 01:00 AM 
Mar 12/14 06:23 AM 
Mar 12/14 06:23 AM 
Mar 12/14 06:23 AM 
Mar 12/14 06:24 AM 
Mar 12/14 07:22 AM 


FAX REPORT 


To / From Number 
1 212-264-0246 
1 212-384-4073 
1 718-325-8351 
1 202-225-3974 
1 202-307-1197 
1 410-962-4910 
1 202-245-7047 
1 202-245-7047 
1 202-225-3974 
1 202-245-7047 
1 718-325-8351 
1 410-962-4910 
1 410-597-0118 


Remote ID Pgs 
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454 


Type 
OUT 
OUT 
OUT 
OUT 
OUT 
OUT 
OUT 
OUT 
OUT 
OUT 
OUT 
OUT 
OUT 


Status 
Sent 
Sent 
Sent 
Sent 
Sent 
Sent 

Failed 
Sent 
Sent 
Sent 
Sent 
Sent 
Sent 


Length 
9:48 
9:56 

29:22 
o2725 
51:53 
30:07 
71:04 
99:09 
39 
0:22 
0:25 
027 
2117 


385:56 


Reason 
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